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Consultant Said He

P v

ot Larter

Papers GOP Alde Tells FBL

Bv Martin Schram and Bob Woodward

Washington I*o»t. Staff Writers

A Repubhcan cunvressmnal aide has told the FBI that
Paul Corbin, a polxtlcal consultant with old-line Kennedy
_connections, claimed last spring ‘that he had obtained

‘President Cartér's brneﬁng papers ‘for the 1980 presidens
tial debate'and had given them tg Rcmald Reagan ¥ cam-x-’
paxgn manager, William J. Casey. -

" Tim ancaard -executive dlrector of the House' Re-
pnbhcan Policy Committee, *has 1oid ¥BI investigators -

- that Corbin ‘made that claim to him in a-telephone con-
“versdtion last April—

-about six weeks before. the debate‘
‘papers controversy hecame pubhc '

- Casey emphatically denied in an interview this week
that be had received any.Carter debate briefing material *
from Corbin or anwme else. <1 ‘never knew this material
was in the campaign,” said Casey,who is the director: of
the CIA. “. .. It's totally false” Casey added: .

- Casey bdld confusion -about ‘Corbin may have arisen
because Corbin' did provide Casey with .a six- -page memo
from 2 New York lawver outlining possible statements
Reagan might make in the Octnbex 1980 dehabe with
Carter in Cleveland. A

Casey said he is a tnend '01" Corbm_s and authonzed
the Reagan-Bush Commitiee to pay Corbin $2,860 for
expenses for what Casey said was routine campalgn work
in Florida in the fall of 1980.

Officials involved in the FBI mvest&gatmn of how Car-
ter campaign papers came into the possession of the Rea-
gab campaign view Wyngaard’s version of the Corbin
cohversation as potentially sxgm'fmant because it is the
first evidence that someone-voided knowledge about the
Carter debate papers hyefor ne-et‘he -episode was first men-
tioned dn' the media. Oee ‘mvestxgatwe souree cautioned,
however, that its -dccuracy may turn out to be “unprov-
able” | amEE :

Corbin declm&;{ 10 respond to reporterb inquiries. Butv

oo

.
l

“associates ol his said he denies ever obtaining the Carter
“briefing papers or making such a claim to Wyngaard )

"Corbms alleged clalm to the congressional aide has,'

~bien known to the White Housesince last June, and has -
Tigured in the dispute between Casey and White House
“chief of staff James A. Baker IIT over which top Reagan
" campaign official first received the Carter briefing pa- -
_pers. Baker says he got the Carter p'xpers m)m Case_y, ]

Casey says he never saw.them. .0 ... ... -

On June 24, Corhin’s alleged clarm was nelaved 40}
Baker-hy Wyngaard's hoss, Repihlican Policy Commit- -
teé Chmrman Dick Cheney {R-Wyo.). Baker then dis- -

= s 1 R 1w
:_;.“',;-;"\ Boas et

 ter debiaté Biapens.”

4 determmmg that his dénlal should ‘stand™ ™

RF TN :r?-. TR e ez

" ATt hisTdiscussion with Raker, 3Casey iold a- ‘middle-
Jewsl Whitte House official whossalso a-confidant:that he-
was-conmdermd Thanging his original demal that he had-

,meveri‘eeewed the Carterdebate documents aceordmg m '

“onedliable atcount. - sl et

t* I 0 VA

a 1‘hx§fﬁasey~conhdant sait ’t'ha‘t Casgy told*hiri ~he et

caﬂedﬂrecewnw something from*Corbin dufingthe’: cam: |
pargn’ hivd- cvuld nqt rew’ll if* -"t:w 5 the volmn'n(mb “Car-

-Cesey has gwen “this; account’ ATl how .'e went ahout

As the White House"hegan its own mtémal mquxry

" into the matter in June, Casey told White House counsel’

Fred ¥. Fielding that Corbm could have provxded ’mm
with some Carter debate papers. :

" Casey called Charles Bartlett, a former ‘Washmgton
cnhumnst ‘who had introduced Casey and Corbin, to 'see

~if Bartlett hadany idea of what Corbin had provided the |

" Reagan.campaign. Bartlett reportedly” did not. At that '
3 point-Casey tried to find Corbin, and ﬁnaﬂy reached him
- by te]ephone N June 29 whxle Corhm was vacat,nonmg in
Arabas cems '

= Inthat call—accordmg o accounts made ‘public after-

ward by Casey and Corbin—Corbin said ‘the only infor- |

. mation-or material he had provided to Casey was a few !

pages, of material from New York attorney Adam Wali-
nsky, Tor mer top advrser to the late Sen. Robert F. Ken- -
nedv (D-N.Y.).

After the talk with Corbin, and after Casey found the
*Walinsky material, Casey said he was.convinced that he
had fully and accurately stated his recollection. -

_Though the Walinsky: matenal previously “has heen

" referred to in -newspaper accounts as a- speech itiis a

' memo recommending points Reagan might use in debat--
: ing Carter, including an attack -on -what Walinsky called -
i “President’s - Carners many disasters.” Uniike the 1,000-.

* page Carter debate papers, it is.a slim, i page~memo .
- that is:addressed to Corbin and begins “Dear Paul.” &
Investlgatwe sources~said *Corbin also “had sent  thé

. preparation”group i the “Reagan “campaignBaker tlso
knew Corbin. Bartlett has said. he had introducéd them:
Baker declmed 10 comment “this week about the mat”
ter L e Rt

‘s:xm..t..;.n.ur A&D'XZN‘-‘-‘

;Walmsky hemo 15 Biker, who was running the debaLe‘;

EARLd

- -
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Allegatlons Agamst Greek Refuted by C. I A.

| eibuted to.C.1A. otﬁ;zlsca?doﬁg» . e _
Soecial . on the war record rofess news. Rl
wmmmm Greek status of Mr. 'Demeuacogcnﬂos, who The counsel’s report . cn.ed a 1975
| WASHINGTON, Sept. 28 —A e, || came to the United States after the | 'C.LA. internal memorandum that Mr.
lgﬂs in 159}77 ?J?cmxsw:x}',&sﬁt::gchns war || Fightist military coup in Greece in 1967. Qgﬁggo&ml: rcgzmedf ?;ﬁ early
- ' om o
.record and of working for fomg‘zxmb 1lntel- * . 'Whatthe Article Said -}1 on Act and said 1ts OWn review hgfimu;-
“ligence services, bas made public &l . & - ocle said -C.1.A. - records | covered no unauthorized disclosures to
smew Cenmal Intelligence AZency ™|\ ey that Mr. Demetracopoulos of: | The New York Times by agency per-
rview of his case that refutes the 82" || fered -his Services to the C.L.A. &nd | sonnel and no evidence 1o Tefute this,
nonsagamsthlm ~ “United States Army intelligence in 1951 | part-of the memorandum, “which-re-
The charges aga.mst the journalist,|| but'was refused, and that in the 1850°s jm'edtoMr‘Dememcopoulos- o
EhasP Demetracopoxnos appeared in hewasassocmtedwithboththeliugo— ""There are po facts -in theﬁ )
‘an article in The New York Times in}l slavand 1sraeli intelligence agencies. 10 Show thatmhedhas od for.
December 1877. The article aiso guoted.an unidenti- Im(od eITINeat o workx.hem-
" Mr. Demetracopoulos, who works for|| fied C.1A. official as saying the Greek 1873 ffgg‘Gg pr msﬁﬁlgftmuer
‘the Greek daily-papers Makedoma and; intelligence service had -no "evidence ;themsutsm ited Sm’etec;) that he is in the
Thessaloniki, has made public a C.1.A. | that Mr. Demetracopoulos bad been an ' .o national government and tha?ahi _
review of his case, dated Aug. 10, which | underground L. .resistance - worker hase%er a member of a foreign n. | :
| asserts that despite 'what C.l tﬁe offi-| against the Nazis in Greece. - " elhgeucebeserem) ce.” the memoran dum
lc;alsmld’rhe'nmamlm re is| Tpe CIA. memorandum, issued said. .« . l
. - pothing in the agency’s files to SUPPOTL) pyg 10 by the agency’s Otfice of Gen- o —— :
tbe allegations. eral Counsel, was prepared in response
B i al battle back and|™ inguiries on Mr. Demetracopouwlos’s.
forth, buhtasat this ](:x.;'lgcture I'm satis- beh%f *g;» Bx_:mﬂrlxg gthezsh Repmintt;-. ,
fied,” said Mr. Demetracopoulos, who, g"e yche Fowier Jr., au;nanos b%'.
is also an economic &nd political con- ouse :g;dgfegsg cﬂmn:meegsmga
sultant for the New York stockbroker |Comm SISight e By o,
| concern, Brimberg &Company. . . mm’&‘w"dmgos to -tave: mberc Fr
Tbe dispute arose after Tbe Times Demerracopoul

{clear his reputation. - :
R'ggfhfm an ;‘;‘;?se gé’e"ﬂ 6, rﬁ"s” a‘t‘f e nte 22108 the Director of Central

Imelligence, William J. Casey, said the
agency would maintain. its longstand- |
ing policy -of nejther denying nor con-
firming alleganons appearing in ‘the

1

-Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP91-00901 R000400070001-9




oAl
7/ Approved For Release 2008/471/2%: CRA-RDPSTHGNTR0O0(400070001-9
28 September 1983
WASHINGTON ' :
WASHINGTON WINDOW; WATT FRUSTRATES THE SENATE
BY STEVE GERSTEL

Interior Secretary James Watt's most recent off-the-cuff disaster -- ‘'a |
black, a woman, TWo Jews and a3 cripple'’ - deeply disgusted many, many senators 5

.

Mixed in with the revulsion was a frustration born from their inability to do
anything. - .

True, many expressed themselves in the strongest possible terms, rushing from
the Senate chamber to the television galleries in their haste to be heard.

The peak of their power in the Watts affair came with the demands that the {
- loose~lipped conservative resign or, barring that, President Reagan fire him. |
: T . |

But the debacle renewed talk, probably wist}ul, that, at the least, members

of the Cabinet return for a second confirmation hearing if Reagan sh '
second term in November 1984, d g ould win a

The idea -- not new with him -—- was raisgq again by Senate Democratic leader
Robert Byrd the day after Watt made what even he concedes was 3 "'mistake, '’

Byrd told reporters "'Cabinet members ought to come back'' and Opined that . !
such a reguirement might make them watch their words with more care. |

''They would be less inclined to make abhorrent statements like that,'' Byrd
saig. '

. Evén assistant Senate Republican leader Teg Stevens, a friend of Watt's who
tried to excuse the blunder, said the idea of a new confirmati
. on a
g second term was "intriguing." : t the start of
Asked whether Watts could be confirmed again by the Senate, Byrd szid '‘as
far s this senator is concerned, he wouldn't be -- and I'm not alone. !

But the idez of a confirmation hearing at the start of a second term probably
would not achieve what Byrd has in mind.

A president, coming off re-election, would probably be granted virtually the
same consideration as he is at the start of his first administration.

In other words, even if President Reagan -~ under the Byrd proposal - sent

. the current Cabinet to Capitol Hill for approval, the Senate most likely would
acquiese.

As Byrd.said, Watt would run into terrible problems. So probably would CIA
Director William Casey. ' '

_The chances are that Senate Republicans would probably warn Reagan not to

send either a8 Watt or a Casey to the Senate for reconfirmation - and he probably
would not.

CONTINUED
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- Friends, Foes
Draw a Sketch

Prwdent Reagans most oontro-

-versial appointee is -also -the -most -
-secretive. He is William J. Cesey,
~who abandoned his roost.amid the

gless canyons of ﬁnance to head the .

4 4With an obsosswe Af sometlm&s

fumbhng dedication,- he promotes
the kind of secret government ‘the
CIA favors. He hes put up a dogged
ﬁght in the back rooms for the ex-
pansion of our countermtelhgence

. and counterinsurgency operations,

the better to battle the commumsts
at their own game.

“Usually, information about Casey,
70, surfaces only when he’s involved

~in some controversy.on which he-

-

can’t keep the lid. So | assigned my"

- associate Dale Van Atta to dig into
" Casey’s background and character.

Over several months, he interviewed
Casey’s friends and enemies in and

~out of the ClA.

The - composite picture they
etched is of a loner who operates out
of his hat; who lives in a continuous
state of crisis; whose mind is encased.
in & Republican hard shell; who talks
of American-Soviet relstions, for ex-*
ample, in terms of “showdown,” but

.. chores to’his deputy director. . -

WASHINGTON PQST
"~ 28 September 1983

" JACK ANDERSON.

who has surprising tolerance for the
views of others. Here are closed-door
glimpses of the CIA director: -~ -
+ Casey doesn't run the CIA. He’s |
a lone wolf who prefers to leave the
detall work and public relations

. OHlsstylemdothescanbatbe

described s “contemporary :dishev. .
-eled” He sometimes falls. a@eep at

briefings. “His - typical speech “pat-

* tern—mumbling in & rich New York

accent—has led to an in-house joke

that -he’s "the only CIA boss -who .

doesn’t need a voice scrambler on hls
telephone. :

 Since he dislikes mmdmg “the
store at CIA beadquarters in Lang-
ley, he is frequently on the road. In &

-speech to CIA employes Casey

boasted that in his first six months
on the job he had “traveled to‘Eu-
‘rope, Asia, Central America and the
Middle East-and met with over :20
station chiefs in those areas” ..

* Many sources agreed ‘that Casey
has improved intelligence analysis by
allowing competing views to appear
prominently. Under his predecessors,
dissenting viewpoints were relegated
to brief Tootnotes.

» A bedrock political conservatwe,
Casey is not inflexible. He’s intellec-
tually honest enough to change his -
hard-line .Republican
-there’s solid evidence to refute it.

* He has -2 habit of sending his
subordinates clippings from odd

publications that his right-wing

. brained proposal,.and the next thing

-cern ‘that this -sidesteps the checks

outlook if .
_ real Casey behind the bhnkmg owl- " !

b

friends . t.hmst <0on him along thh,
notes askmg ‘why the CIA didn't’
know about thistor that. =~ - 3

» Casey loves the covert-action ~
side of his job. “The cowboys dowm
in the Tanks will send up a hare-=

you know .they’re in his office plot-: -
ting' with *him;”"-complained -one’
source. Other sources expressed .con-.

and balances designed to prevent™
preposterous clandestine operations,
o Casey is an unabashed political = ]
animal It was only because he re--.%
alized the political damage it might -
do Reagan that be agreed to put his-,
financial holdings in a blind trust. ..
*» He dumped his spymaster-..
friend, Max Hugel, not because of .
the damaging admissions in taped

_conversations of Hugel's financial .

dealings, but because of Hugels' »E
salty language. Casey was afraid-the "
tapes would be heard by the pres-
ident and Nancy Reagan, who would

have been offended. .

¢ Casey can be petty about people ..
with whom he doesn’t get along. Ope
source insists it was at Casey’s per-_.
sonal order that the admiral’s ﬂag
was flown upside down at & farewell -
ceremony for Adm, Bobby I.nman——a
calculated snub.

But probably no obe knows t.he !

ish face. There s a wariness and ' :
tenseness in him, - sense of belea-' i
guerment. e !
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STAT

L

e e -

‘Synthetic Argument Against Synthetic Fuels ;

“Totbe Editor: - .

- Reasonable men hold varying opin-

Jons concerning:the peed far the U.S.

-Synthetic Fuels Corporation, and the '

‘public dialogue on this issve carries
persuasive arguments oo both gides.
Unfortunately, Doug Bandow's article

1] makes no constructive contribution
-to the dialogue, since his erguments

-arerootedinermrsandhalttmths +
- "The corporation bas never “built a,
s&uns in the execirtive suite ™ as Mr,-
:Bandow claims. While there. s &

saunz in the building in which the cor-
“poration is officed, there is.also a Chi-

bese restaurant — peither, however, -

is the property of the corporation.
Further, the price guarantees pe-
gotiated by the corporation will not

“‘guarantee sales at & profit, no mat-"

‘ter what the market price.”” On the
contrary, while the guaranteed price
maey be higher than the market price
at the time of sale, the difference be.
tween the two is not *‘profit.” Rather,

the amount of & price guarantee will-

be negotiated at & level ‘thaf will
‘cover, for a specified period of time,
.only the costs of production and debt
servicing, not supply.a profit to the
sponsor. In the event that.ofl prices
rise faster than anticipated, the cor-
poration will benefit from any large
revenue gains through a profit-shar-
ing arrangement that will be included
in every price guarantee agreement.

Mr. Bandow asserts that “‘subsi.

dized synthetic fuels undermine the
competitiveness of alternate energies
such &s co-generation, -wind, solar

‘power and hydmpqwer, “while dis-

- Toeet the realities of recent times I
“‘Syntuels, NoWinFuels” Ed Sept. * r
e r.in 71980, >investment " .in -alterpative |
. Energy sources and conservation ef- -
~~forts have increased markedly, - Sy
5 Finally, -the .corporation staff thas ;

—

‘couragige . conservation efforts. Pri- |
“vate are Joath to underwrite al. .
ternative energy projects while the

corporation is subsidizing synfuels at -

the rate of $37 a barrel.” s

Obviously, these statements fafl to"|

‘deed, since the corporation’s creation

lina as*‘ecopomically .
Had such a finding ever ‘made,
-you.can be confident that th fproject

would po longer be umder considera. :
tion for financial assistapce. in addi-

., tion, the very limited interest of Wil
- lam Casey in the P.M.A. project had

absolutely oo bearing at any time an
our evaluation of that project. -

I tully support an intelligent dia.
logue concerning the need for Federal
support of a domestic synthetic fuels
capability, Unfortunately, articles
like **Synfuels, NoWinFueis” do not |
turtber the public debate and in tact |
.deter efforts to reach an honest opin- |
jon. ' WILLIAMF. REATICAN |
. VicePresident, External Relations !

United States Synthetic Fuels Corp..
~ -Washington, Sept. 7, 1883

e,
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INSIDE: HUD

S

1{ Loom W
SMOOTH RIDE . As part ofa “Golden Fleece”
. award “from ‘Sen. Wllham Proxmire (D-Wis.) last
year, HUD Secretary Samuel R. Pierce Jr. won the
. dubious distinction of having the most expensive lim-
_ousine of any Cabinet thember.
~"Piercé was -among 190 ‘fedéral TGl rece:vmgf
. chauffeur service to their homes at a-cost of $3.4 mil- -
.Jion a year.-Proxmire said the busiest car belonged to
CIA Director” William J. Casey;+whose driver re- |
-ceived :$26,0007in overtime “pay-lastivear on:top of a
i $20,000 salary. Pierce’s Oldsmobile: 98 .dlesel welghed
1.1 with the costliest lease at $8,088. LIS .
~Proxmire, -who authored a law "bamng many fed-
eral officials: from using a government ‘car for com-"
muting, said ‘that bureaucrats regard-the cars as “a
" real status'symbol. When we try-4o take the limou-
*.sine away, they just buck like steers. thmk they’d |
: rather lose & bllhon-dollar program than a’ hmou
-sine.”
A HUD spokesman said Prerce had wanted a
- cheaper General Motors car and settled-for the more
expensive lease after delivery . pmblems with several
area dealers. But when Ford -came out with a dis-
“count program this vear, he said, Pierce was able to-
get “a much swankier car,” a Lincoln Mark 8, for just
- $3,075.7 . L o~ "

’ I T "—Howard Kurtz

- . -

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000400070001-9



Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP91-00901R0004

: C!,,'A?’*Fbﬁz NEWSWEEK .
éZ’T}iAQK;U ‘"‘_f ;D 26 September 1983

070001-9

Reagan’s Secrecy Campai

: A § he settled into Washington, nothing
irritated Ronald Reagan more than
the press leaks disclosing his secret poli-
cies and deliberations. Since then, Reagan
has issued new rules pressuring the custo-
dians of federal secrets to take polygraph
exams, -forcing them to sign secrecy con-
tracts and compelling them - to grant the
government veto power over their sensitive
writings—and the public debate—for a life- i
time. Reagan’s rules of silence pose a classic |
confrontation between free speech and na- |
tional security, and last week Congress
added its voice. In the extreme, warned
Republican Sen. Charles Mathias of Mary-
land, the rules consign “some of our most
talented and dedicated citizens to a virtual
vow of sience ou crucial nanonal issues.
The broad scope of Reagan’s secrecy
campaign became clear only recently,
when the Justice Department actually pro-
duced the detailed new contracts that se-
cret holders are expected to sign. The more
controversial document restricts employ- |
ees cleared for “Sensitive Compartmented
Information™—distributed on a strictly
need-to-know basis. This secrecy elite
may not go public with articles, books
(even fiction) or letters to the editor
on any -classified matters until after a gov-
ernment review of the material. Even un-
classified information on intelligence, ac-
tivities is subject to approval. The rule
restricts at least 100,000 Defense Depart-
ment officials alone—both on the job and
in retirement. . . e e
Administration officials see more than
enough reason. to crack down on leakers.
Loose-lipped insiders have turned Reagan’s
Central America offensive into 2 parody of
covert warfare. Lesser-known compro-
mises are just as rankling: when a ground- -
- level photo of 2 Soviet bomber appeared in
“the journal Aviation Week, Washingion .
worried that it helped Moscow confirm a
U.S. intelligence penetration. In all, the
steady drip-drip-drip has prompted CLA
Director William Casey, White House
" counselor Edwin Meese III and national- -
security adviser William Clark, a former
Jjudge, to endorse a hang-'em-high policy.
Buteven granted that leakscan be damag-
_ ing, the question is whether Reagan’s reme-

Qiesare extreme. For onething,
his sanctions cover intelligence
breaches that are relatively mi-
nor. Earlierthis year, forexam-
ple, the FBI investigated a
Canadian reporter’s dispatch |
on the widely distributed Pen-
tagon report, “Air Force'
2000,” whose secret passages
proved uniformly innogqous.
An example: “Soviet military
forces will continue to mod-
ernize and place strains on |
their domestic economy.” ¥BI
agents approached Canadian
newspaperman Donald Sellar
and asked him to identify his
sources, but ultimately accept-
ed his refusal to cooperate. Jus-
tice Department officials insist |
that they have no plans to pros- |
ecute the Canadian. (Several
U.S. publications also obtained
copies of ““ Air Force 2000, and
NEWSWEEEK easily obtained its
own last week.)

Rights for ‘Consumers®: The
threat for leakers is much
greater than for the Jeaked-to.
At last week’s Senate hearing,
former Carter White House
counsel Lioyd Cutler urged

that Reagan stick largely to present policy,
which already requires that CIA agents |
and other “producers” of secrets subx‘mt to 'l
prepublication review; intelligence “con- i
sumers” such as the secretary of state and [
other policymakers should be free to pub- |
lish as they see fit, Cutler said. The admin- !
istration insists that it will act responsibly.
It is investigating only 15 1o 20 leak
cases—about the same number as two
years ago. If Reagan’s sanctions are de-
signed more 1o scare off potential leakers |
than to clog the courts with .zhem, the |
president may have made his point—but at
the risk of a controversy that could reach
constitutional proportions. i

STEVEN STRASSER with ELAINE SHANNON,
X EANOR CLIFT
THOMAS M. DeFR::\Nh and EL. R
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. AGENCY SUBSCRIPTION

We wcre mt.ngucd to read in The New .York Times

* that our old friend John Rees, who came 1o & sort of: ~
fameasa freelance informer on.and infiltrator of New
‘Left groups in:the early 1970s [see Hillel Levin, “The
“Information Digest’ Ploy,”" The Nation, October 7,

1978; and Frank Donner, **The Campaign to Smear
the Nuclear Freeze Movement,”’ November 6, 1982},
has teamned up with Arnaud de Borchgrave and Robert
Moss, co-authors of such right-wing fiction as The

.- Spike. The three are going 10 publish 2'$1,000-a-year

~monthly newsletter for ‘‘key- decxs:on-makcrs” who

S..want 1o know.about ‘‘mattérs of jugular concern,”

- The Times reports. Drawing on *‘former intelligence - {
. officers, including ranking defectors from the K.G.B."
‘and its proxy services and former government officials f

‘ - recently in sensitive positions,”! they intend %0, 5c00p-
-the daily news media, and r.hus they call thcxr newslct- :
ter “Early Warning.” .~ <ot A s
. **After studying our track record." de Borchgrave
--is reported to have written potential subscribers,*‘Bill -
Casey of the C.I.A. took out several subscriptions.” -

. A spokesman &t the agency would neitber confirm ‘nor

- -deny the report. However, if Casey hasn’t subscribed, -

. he ought to. The de Borchgrave-Moss brand of fiction
-should provide inspiration to the agency in concocting -

- cover stories for bungled covert operations. And Rees -

could infiltrate the Republican National Committee
and recover the ten-foot pole that Casey sald he
wouldn’t touch the ‘Debategate papcrs with. -

L _ _ o
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MM A C.J.A.-A.C.L.U. DEAL?

T'he Operational
Files Exemption

ANGUS MACKENZIE

he American Civil Liberties Union, the Central In-

telligence Agency and Senate Intelligence Commit-

tee chairman Barry Goldwater have become

strange bedfellows in the latest effort 10 exempt
the agency from the Freedom of Information Aci— Senate
bill 1324. Although the A.C.L.U., the C.1.A. and the sena-
tors will be nit-picking over the language of the bill dur-
ing the markup sessions, which begin in the coming weeks,
they have already agreed on its key provision, which ex-
empts the agency's ‘‘operational files” from F.O.L.A.
search and disclosure requirements.

S. 1324 is a revision of a bill proposed in 1979 by
then-C.1.A. Deputy Director Frank C. Carlucci, which the
A.C.L.U. opposed at the time. The new version was drawn
up by the C.I.LA.’s legal representatives in cooperation with
Senator Goldwater. 1t was introduced in Congress after
the A.C.L.U. informally agreed to the operational-files
exemption.

The A.C.L.U. and the C.1.A. claim thal the exemption
would not expand the C.I.A.’s authority 10 withhold docu-
ments. Under the F.O.1.A., the agency may deny requests
for information that relates to national security matiers or that
reveals confidential sources and investigative techniques.
They contend that since operational files invariably con-
tain such information, they are never released. Freeing the
agency of the requirement that it conduct time-consuming
scarches of files that are never released, proponents say,
would enable it to process other F.O.].A. requests more
expeditiously,

Critics of the proposed legislation counter théit the term
“‘operational files'' is so broadly defined that it will amount
to a total exemption from the F.Q.l.A., permitting the
agency 10 cover up illegal domestic spying and other wrong-
doing. Many information act experts say the C.1.A. has
.taken the A.C.L.U. for a ride.

The deal between the C.I.A. and the A.C.L.U. was in-
itially discussed in informal conversations between the
agency’s Deputy Counsel, Ernest Mayerfeld, and A.C.L.U.
attorney Mark H. Lynch, who have been friendly enemies
in F.O.LLA. court battles for seven years. As Lynch put
it, ““We’re two guys who've spent a Jot of time in court

Angus Mackenzie is an associate of the Center for In-
vestigative Reporiing, where he directs the Freedom of Infor-

mation Project, which is co-sponsored by the Media
Allionce. Approved F%r Release 2005/11/28
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together shootir |
get off the total
something out.’ 4
The basic cles &
for the C.1.A,
emption thing"'
requests, the A.°
operational files
Would the Se;
C.1.LA. wrongdc '
On June 21, C.

told the Senate I3

will not ever again be a repeal of the: improprieties of the
past,’ he said. ““And lei me assure you that Bill Caseyand1 :
confider it our paramount responsibility that the rules and

regulations not be violated."”

Leaving aside the C.1.A.’s assurances that it will speed up

the release of information, what does the bill itself say? The
heart of the proposed legistation is the definition of ‘‘opera-
tional files.”” The agency and the A.C.L.U. agree that if the
bill is passed, such files will no longer be subject to the
search process—that they will be, in short, exempt from the
F.O.ILA. But they disagree substantially over just what
operational files are.

Mayerfeld told me that operational files dea) with for-
eign intelligence, counterintelligence and counterterrorism
operalions; investigations 1o determine the suitability of
potential foreign intelligence sources; “‘security liaison ar.
rangements’ with other inteHigence agencies; and infor-
mation exchanges with foreign governments. Mayerfeld’s
definition covers most of the agency’s business, except—
perhaps—intelligence reporis derived from operational
files. I say “*perhaps’” becausc some critics of the bill be-
lieve that even those reports could be exempt under the
proposed legislation.

Let us examine some of Mayerfeld’s categories. Take
“‘counteriniclligence operations,” for example. Those
operations include C.1.A. domestic spying, which President
Reagan authorized in his executive order of December 4, 198].
If the Senate bill is passed, files on domestic spying could
presumably be exempt from F.O.1.A. inquiries.

Files rclating to past counterintelligence operations like -

Operation Chaos, which spied on the antiwar and civil
rights movements and the underground press between 1967
and 1974, might also be exempt. Some of the activities car-
ried out under Operation Chaos were revealed in 1976 by
Senator Frank Church’s Select Committee on Intelligence.
And stories about the operation based on information ob-
tained under the F.O.1.A. have appeared in the press. But
the complete account has not emerged, and a C.1.A. source
told my attorney that the agency has 1two roomfuls of un-
released Chaos files.

Opinion is divided on whether that material would be ex-
empt under the Senate bill. Lynch told me the documents

CONTINUEDR
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- i~ The vote also removes & roadblock ¥rom an intelii-
Senate : P&DEI Appr OVBS . -®ence authorization bill that the eommittee had held up
' R : ’ :-dor four months -while members temanded a new

519 Million in Covert  gpmsirsl i toommi Vel
L 2 .
Aid to

- Republican-controlied Senate ‘without a major floor
By DOYLE McMANUS, Times Stoff Wrter .|

+The program faces & stiffer tast in the House, which
voted in July to cut-off all covert &id 1o the Nicaraguan
Tebels. But some opponents of the -aid -say they are

Nicaragua Rebels -

of the Soviet downing of a South Koreanairliner Sept.1. .
el r g et B S

-program ~could ‘have' s “considerable Ampact “on the |

b the x =1 House” ssid Rep/Wythe FowlerJr (DiGad a jeading |
£33 milionts 8 potrele roups Ao i Sy cPpennLolihe cpmlald OEpmRgR
Sandinistaregime, & spokesman said: Jps s S " “Fowler, s memberotttie House Intelligence Commit-

. The requestof 319 million for ‘tiscal ‘1984, which . ~tee, said the Housemaydelay debatingthe Nicaraguan
begins Oct.71,-was for the same amount as authorized | PFOgram’ until :mid:Ociober, -when ~An_intelligence -
% year.But commitiee sources said that CIA Director ; Eppropriation billis expected to reach thefioor, . - -

iam J. Casey gave senators theimpression that the ' . Administration officials have acknowiedged privately

new funds will support the program -only part of the * for months that thetrgid 10 the Niwagmn,raels wa.};

Year and that a supplemental request will be made later, -~ made with objectives “broader than merely Stopping

P haph e © . .. ., -Bandinista weaporis shipmenis to the Salvadoran insur.

Boost for Administration Policy " Zooo o gents. But, faced -with.congressional demands that the

- With its:wote, ‘the ‘committes ;gave #7boost .to the .~ gid not be .used“in ANy sttempt 1o overthrow the

Administration's Central America policy by endoreing - Managua regime,-the Administration offered the more
lgaseyf:h —e:?qlfnation that 'gtxhe cgvem;:ic%;is infegfed o limited justification of interdicting the Brms trade,

. -geter the-Nicaraguan regime from helping ieftists in. o] AP et x - : R

¢ other Central VA.merican_:counu'ies.' “Previously, the .c_-ih ?ﬁnﬁ,‘;ﬁfdpﬁ’.i;&?g%ﬁ; mﬂm&f \:a
Administration had said ‘the .aid ‘was aimed only-at = more:explicit rationale that seems to show.p eop;le more .
disrupting the flow of arms from Nicaragus 1o leftist 7 clearly the limits of Wwhat we're trying 1o <o W
guerrillas “fighting -the U.S.-backed ‘government in ;Hous'eofﬁcm At s .- ngw an ~R White

P n?ubxm S&lV&dOX‘. L L ) . . _1,~~<,..._ﬂ_,, Pt . fel L e T 2 R T . .

B R N L
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US. Covert Actions Said Not Unusual

By loanne Omang '
Washinglon Posl Staff writer !
Covert U.S. military or paramil-
“-tary operations that sertously worry
some members of Congress are tak-
ing place “in a couple of other parts |
of the world” besides Central Amer- |
ica, House Intelligence subcommittee
Chairman Wyche Fowler Jr. (D-Ga.) |
said vesterday. :
Fowler, who did not specify the
location or mission of the covert op-
erations, said American intelligence
agencies are going ahead with them
despite objections from some con-
gressmen that they could be coun-
terproductive for the United States,
As Fowler was disclosing this at a

House Intelligence Commitiee hear-
ing, the Senate Intelligence Commit-
tee voted 13 to 2 to provide $19 mil-
lion in fiscal 1984 to continue covert
U.S. support for the guerrilla forces
fighting the leftist Sandinista gov-
ernment in Nicaragua, according 1o a
committee source. ‘

" The Senate committee vote, in
which most Democrats voted with
the Republican majority, endorses
the Reagan administration’s new
rationale for the covert operation in
Central America and sets the stage
for legislative conflict with the
House, which has voted to stop it.

In an open hearing of the House
Intelligence Committee, Fowler. said

that such covert mlhtary and para-
military actions tend to start “with
10 men and $1,000" and wind up
" like the operatxon against the San-
dinistas in Nicaragua,” with thou- -
sands of fighters qupported by mil-
lions of dollars, U.S. prestige on the
line and a maJor debate under way.
“We're going t0 have this same
problem bere in a couple of other
part< of the world in the next few
weeks” Fowler said. “They [in the
intelligence agencnes} want to do:
some things that, in the judgment’ of
some of us, will have the opposue
effect to what we want t0 accom;
plish. But the3 re going t0 go ahead

‘Congress now ctan do ‘nothing 10 stop |

‘sucb programs n advance but can onlv try
‘Lo rut tunding later vhen “it's mnessy.”
’Eouﬂer said.

n r»"“e are now undertaknu policy initia-

u ‘es that are not by any means emergen-
zbﬁ& but they {in the intelbgence agencies]
.;J-aythey re going to do them." he continued.
*Spie ol us jon the commitiee] have been
J‘ie{v disappointed in the responses we've
*;*hadl‘ to guestions about the potential im-
Bgnet of [ailure, disclosure or escalation -of
fighting. “but Lhe\ say Lhev re g(»mo ta go
ahead anyway.

|
|
|

Fowler spoke at the end of threg da\s of :

f.hearmgs on legislation he has proposed to

i‘edmre that paramilitarv or militarv covert .

operations be approved beforehand by the -

z Hguse and Senate intelligence commitiees.
& ""Heuae Intelligence Cummltiee Chairman
&’Pfd\._r_rd P. Boland (D-Mass.) said later in

an intervew that “more -guestions have 1o
be answered” about the program or pro-
grams that Fowler was referring to.

"It all has to be fleshed oui-a little bit

" be said. “I'm not sure it's that senuux ‘

at the present moment.” :
Nearly all the witnesses called by the
cuommitiee testified in opposition o Fowl-

er's proposal for legislative curbs, arguing -

that the president hax complete authority
to launch covert action under his constitu-
tional mandate ta conduct foreign p()h(\
- The role of Congress, must witnesses said.
must be tw advise and raise questions and
to cut off funding for programs it opposes.

The House voted 228 to 193 in Julv w
cut off funds for the covert operation in
Nicaragua, in which guerrilla forces fighting
the Sandinista government are receiviny
U.S. financing, weapons and advice.

In its action vesterday. however, the Sen-
ate ]me]livence Committee voted to contin-

ue the tunding for an estimated six months
nto 1984, \mh the understanding that the
Reagan administration will have to justify
the covert aid again at that time. commit-
lee sources said.

~ohttion -withowt frontiers”™

The administration asked only for six-
months’ funding, “because it was clear that
the commitiee was reluctam 1o give a blank
check for the year,” one source explamed

-“The vite included most committee Dem-
ocrats, however, because “they are willing 1o
try” a new approach that was offered in pri-
vate sessions this week b}, Secretary of

- Swate George P- Shuliz and ClA Direcior
William J. Casey, the source said.---—..-.- - -

The new approach ahandons the previ-
ous administration explanation that the co:
vert aid was being used onlv to halt the
fiow of arms from the I\lcaraguan govern-
ment o leftist rebels in Bl Salvador.

Now. Shuliz and’ Casey-reportedly told
the Intelligence Commiutee. the admxmx-

tration “finding™ is that’ ‘the’ covert opera-
Ui ¢ needed to harass the ‘Nicaraguans
int: abandoning their promotion of “rev-

throughout the
henmphere : :

The Senate committee was generally re-

~«.emwe 10 this new goal. regarding it as

"more clearly spelled out by the adminis-
travion than ever before.” the source con-
tinued. The House Intelligence Committee,
hox\exer received the same briefing and
“war not at all con\nncecx a source there
said. :
The Nenate is hhe]\ 10 take up 1he hill
tunding all 1984 mtelngenoe activity within
the next two weeks. his expected passage
would pave the wav for g conference com-
ninee fight on I‘wcaragua since the House
!melhgence Committee version of the meas-
ure would eliminate all I\lcaragua program

funds. The committee bill is not exp
m reac.h the House ﬂoor unml ne\t mo STAT

- A
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Shultz States New Case for Covert .,

By Joanne Omang
Washingion Post Statf Writer

The Reagan administration yesterday went to

_the House with its new case for more covert aid to
“Nicaraguan rebels,-arguing that rebels should con-

tinue to harass Managua as long as Managua is
harassing U.8. friends in the region. . = . -
- Secretarv of State George P. Shultz and CIA
Director William 'J. Casey briefed the House In-
telligence Committee privately on the administra-
tion’s new “finding” of need for the aid, which the
House voted io eliminate in July. But the Senate
has.not concurred, and the issue is up for consid-
eration again in & bill to fund intelligence -oper-
ations in fiscal 1984, which' begins Qct. 1.

A participant in the meeting said the members
of Congress “listened politely, in some- cases with

. skepticism,” asked some guestions but engaged in
no heated debate.

~ Arnother participant said it was highly unlikely
that the new approach would convince the Intel-
ligence Commitiee to change its position against
the aid. No-House action is expected on.the meas-
ure until next month. _

~ The administration’s new rationale for covert
aid was demanded by the Senate Intelligence
Committee as & condition for continuing funding

after Oct. 1. Senators on the committee who heard

Casev and Shultz’s presentation Tuesday spent an .

hour discussing it yesterday and are expected to
give it formal approval today.

The new position expands on the administra- -

tion's previous argument that covert aid was only

_ being used to halt the arms flow from Nicaragua .
o leftist guerrillas in El Salvador. Now the 8id Is
. to be aimed at causing.a change in overall Ni-

caraguzan policy in the region, which the -admin-
istration savs is defined by the Nicaraguan slogan,

““Revolution without frontiers.”

At an earlier hearing of the House committee
yesterday, former CIA director ‘Stansfield Turner

said there is “no question that you can and should

back out of jcovert activity in] Nicaragua, and you
should force the administration to back out.” -

Aid to Rebels .

" But he opposed legislation that would Tequire

future paramilitary and military covert operations
to be approved in advance by the two Intelligence

commitiees, -saying it “clearly transcends the in- -

tent of the Constitution” and would be “one more

_strgw on the camel’s back” of congressional over-

" sight. :

“There are covert operations that would be very
‘helpful to this country that. would have to be
_ruled out” under-the -proposals, including emer-

. Rency actions, Turner Said. The bill's sponsor
a 3

*"Rep."Wyche Fowler Jr. (D-Ga.}, said changes are -

planned that would exempt emergency projects
At the-moment, he said, “Congress and thz p}ublié

. think we [on the committee} are accountable but’
. we are not.” .~ : ' :

Turner and former senator:Bir&i Bavh (D-

Ind.), who~favored the legislation, both recom-
" mended that the committee attach restrictions on

the contingency reserve fund, the CIA’s secret

budget, when it authorizes appropriations. :

Morton H. Halperin, director of .the Center fo
Natiqn&l Security Studies, said new controls are
necessary because covert actions, which were once

used only as a last resort, “are now just one of the -

options on the shelf.” :
In a related development, a spokesman for the

Kissinger commission on Central America, which

- Is expected to recommend a long-term policy for

the region in February, said the members will

_ bgg‘m their first. visit to the area Oct. 9 in Panama
City, with one-day stops in Costa Rica, El Sal-
vgdor, Guatemala and Honduras. A final stop in
Nicaragua “still is urrdecided,” he said, ~

He said the 12 members had decided to travel
together Sather ‘then in small groups staying long-
er in separate places, as was proposed earlier.
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New Reagan Strategy for Covert Activities
In Nicaragua Likelyto Clear Senate Panel

By Geralp F. Spig
Staff Reporier 0f THE WALL STREPT.J OURNAL
-WASHINGTON ~The Reagan administra-
tion sketched out a revised blueprint for co-
vert activities ip Nicaragua that appears
likely to win the backing of the Senate Intel-

“ligence Committee.

-Secretary of State George Shultz ang

i Central Imtelligence Agency Director ‘Wi-
‘iam Casey yesterday appeared at .z closed

comrnittee session o deliver the new plan,
known as .an intelligence ~*‘finding."
Congressional sources™said the finding
expands the  administration’s .originally
stated guoals of the Nicaraguan operation, al-
though the expansion:doesn’t g0 as far as
some administration officials had wanted,
The new finding, the sources said, de-
clares that the U.S. intends to support insur-
gents opposed to Nicaragua’s leftist govern-
ment untl Nicaragua quits backing revolu-
tionary movements - elsewhere in Central
America. This goal is broader than the one
the Reagan administration originally stated
two vears ago, when it said it would support
Nicaraguan insurgents because they could

help cut off arms flowing from Nicaragua to

leftist rebels in El Salvador. .

But the CIA has been considering ex-
panding its official goals even further, in the
hew finding. Officials had considered declar-
ing that the Nicaraguan operation is in-
tended to force fundamental changes in the
overall policies of the Nicaraguan govern-
ment, :

Such a broad statement, though, might
have been interpreted in Congress to mean
that the administration would fry 1o over-
throw the Nicaraguan government. And
Congress has specifically prohibited actions
to topple the Nicaraguan regime.

So the administration rejected ‘the more
expansive statement of goals 1in "hopes -of
winning more congressional bacg{ing_.

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000400070001-9

And congressional aides think the admin-
istration now has a good chance of winning
the support of the Senate committee, which
had demanded the new finding to clarify the
administration’s intentions in Nicaragua,

Committee members will cast private
voles over the next two days on whether to
approve .or .disapprove the new plan. Con-
gressional sources said‘that the new finding
initially 'seemed to attract *‘substantial sup-
port” «during -vesterday's two-hour meeting

‘| with Mr. Shultz and ‘Mr. Tasey.
3till, some Democrats, notably Delaware i

Sen. Joseph "Biden, ‘expressed -misgivings,
aides said. So it is possible that opposition to
the new plan couig gTOW, -

The _Iptelligence Committee earlier
forced the administration to draw up a new
finding for the Nicaraguan program when it
voted to cut off funding at the end of this
month unless the administration presented &
bew statement of its goals. Lawmakers com-
plained that the Nicaraguan program had
expanded well beyond its original purpose of
imerdicting arms flows from Nicaragua,
and they worried that it might spin out of
control. . - :

Because of such fears, the House voted
during the summer .to cut -off al} funds for
the Nicaragnan covert operation. But the
House must reconsider the. issue again when
it votes or a bill 1o finance intelligence oper-
ations in the fiscal vear beginning Oct. 1.

Administration allies will trv then 1o reverse |

the funds cutoff.

The Senate committee’s demand that jt |:
be allowed to vote to approve or disapprove |

an intelligence finding represents a depar-

ture from npormal procedures. In other |

cases, congressional intelligence committees

are briefed -on covert ‘operations but don't|

specifically- vote to approve -or disapprove
them. - '
In this case, the committee will vote on

| whether it approves the new intelligence

finding, then recommend to the full Senate
whether to continue financing the Nicara-
guan operation. Co - .
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New !usflhcatwn |
~ For U. S. Actwtty in
»\zccu agua Offer ed

» Bv ‘Joanne Omanv -

W.xnhmzbon PnsLSme Wnuer = -4 :
' becretarv of State George P2 Shultz and
CIA Director William J. Casey offered
Congress -a mew - justification For ~covert -

WASHINGTON POST
21 September 1983 o

U.S. activity in Nicaragua yesterday, si.at-'
ing that its purpose is to pressure the feft-
ist Sandinista government into stoppmg
its efforts to-export revolution.”: a
Sources familiar with.the closed door
presentation’ to-members of the Senate.-
Intelligence Committee said the new “find- ~
ing” is a significant shift in emphesis from ™~ |
previous administration explanations that
covert US. aid to anti-Sandinista yebels
was aimed at stépping the flow of arms
from the Sandinistas to 1efmst guernllas in -
E} Salvador. :
Instead; the.sources said, the actlon wnli
now be justified as necessary-as long as
Nicaragua ¢ontinues to help guernllas e}se—
where in'Central America. - :
The new justification, first: reporbed by
The Washingion Post in July, 3s consistent
with recent Reagan administration de-
mands that the Sandinistas changes their
overall behavior in Central America. The
administration _has vehemently denied
that it.supports - the .avowed goal of the
anii-Sandinista rebels- to- overthrow the
Nicaraguan government.
In a statement after yesterday’s three-
hour meeting, Intelhgence Committee -

---- —_— _._—_c—.g_. -

Chelrman Barrv Goldwater. (R-Ariz.)
saidi he expects the committee 1o
decffie whether 'to approve the new
fmc‘gng by the end of the week. Ap-
prowal would put before the.Senate .
the mguestion. of continuing the-esti-
mated $80 million program of and o
antfpSandinista rebel forces. *. - . -
'I}ie committee voted last May o
continue funds for .covert action in
\xccravua after Oct. 1 only if Pres-
nuent Reagan provided “a redefined
posgtion on Central America,” -Gold-
watgr said at the time. “We want
hm{t,o tell us in plam language just
what it is he wants'to do relative to
\ncnravua and the other countries.”
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'Fne sources said yesterday's meet-
ing fwas “not heated” despite -the
p)eévnce of several promment -agd-

muﬁs,ratwn cnm(m and sume “very
touﬁ questioning.” They said. com-

mitsee members “seemed inclined to -
_support the proposal.”

@n the House side, former CIA
dirdetor William E. Colbv urged the
In%{lgence Committee to reject pro--
poskd new.curbs on the agency’s co-
versactions abroad. If Congress has
pro&iems keeping track of what the

-agefiry-is«doing, he said, “you have to -

1aky:a two-by-four 1o the -head of the |

'muEw sshut 'l don’t thmk thls is |
-bv-four R .

the
Iby was the opemno witness at,
thre¢ days '6f committee hearings on !

Fofer Jr. (D-Ga.) that would re-
quife ' the -administration -to give
pri& notification to the House .and
Semste Intelligence committees of

leglation sponsored by Rep. Wyche \

an}?covert action and -would give |
thetn a velo power over it. Existing !

lawSrequires only that Congress he

“i'uﬁ\' and currently informed” of
sigpificant™ -activity, and offers no
remédy other than a fund cutoff
af I& the fact..
vert action atso would have to
be kreceded ‘By & written presiden-
tlagsﬁndmv to the commitiees that
the*actlm is essential to U.S. secu-
rlty consistent with public U.S. for-
EI"H, policy, and needed -despite its
ns& because extraordinary circum-

stabceq ‘mean that overt or less sen- |

§

sxtig'e tactics ‘cannot accomplish the |

of. Wartime operations would be -

e>. npt from the restrictions.
ese provisions, Colby said, “will
enmre that no clandestine activity
w111 ever-take place.” Colby, who
"CIA ‘diréctor from 1973 to 1976,

. saifl: he*had no“quarre! with the im-~

postion. of -standards . upon ‘the be"!

o:rmng of a covert action and said -

- Fowler’s proposals were “very good

staidards

y only question is whether you
t to absolutely set them m‘m

leg,aL eoncrete,” he sald
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Debate data leak ‘or

By Dorothy Collin
Chicapo Tribune * : )
WASHINGTON—Rep. Donald Al
bosta [D., Mich.], chairman of the
House subcommitiee ‘mvestigating
the debate papers controversy, sai
Manday that be thinks there was an
«*‘organized effort™ to “‘acquire mate-

‘rial from the Carter White House” " -

for tbe Reagan campaign

Albosta cautioned, how;ever, that

" his~investigation might fall to deter-
mine-4xbo took the papers.~‘1 believe
we-Can indicate someope did it, but "

whether we can find the exact per-_
son remains to be “seen,” "Albosta

said o

“We have to make the assu.mptlon

.théi'.’ii was the -Carter people taking

material from the Carter White :
House, not Reagan people,” he

added. r.

Saying be thinks there was “most

likely”' more than one person .in-
volved, Albosta said such efforts are
“‘pot mrusual” in campaigns. But he
said . there .could be a “‘major prob-.
lem” i some of the information
passed from the White House to the.
campai
curity Council source, :
- ALBOSTA SAID his subcommittee
will bold bearings in early October °
and that witnesses will g)e laced
under oath, raising the possibility of
a condfrontation with the White House.
-over testimony by former campaign |
workers who .are now part of t%g;
administration..” - - . ' !
Among those who might be asked |
to testify are White House Chief of
Staff James Baker and ClA Director't
William Casey..Baker, who was also |
chief of staff of Reagan’s campaign, -
has said be kpnew of the papers and
thought they came :from _.Céisey,
’s campaign ‘manager, -Case
has said be doesn’t remember anyj-r f
thing about it and is ‘convinced -that |
if bé had received -the papers,:he |
would bave rernembered it. - - i
In addition, Albosta announced an
agreemment with the White House fo .
%ve; investigators .access to files of
hite House Counselor Edwin-
Meese, who was the campaign work-*
er who handled negotiations leading’
to the debate and who later headeg ;
the Reagan transition team. 4
. - . e 3

. t,ook.p

came from a National Se-
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' THE FILES COVERED under the
agreement -.are those from the -
Reagan .campaign and the transition -

od N [

pe“.There could be things in the tran-
sition period that could indicate what
?:ce before,” Albosta seid. :
However, the congressman refused
to say, why, the investigators want to
examine,ﬁ;leese’s files or what they
hope to find in them. A spokesman :
‘sald the reguest to look at the files
.came as a result of the investigation \
so far. . ‘ - !
* Meese’s files are at the Hoover |
Institution of War and Peace on the |
‘Stanford University campus. The in-
“stitution, & ti"onsgrvatwedthmk tank
hel ‘supply ideas and perso
forpt%% Reagan administration.
Investigators also will have access

. to—the files -of Robert Garrick, the.

- director of campaign operations who .
set up an intelligence operation with- -
in the Reagan campaign aimed at '
finding -out if the Carter administra- .
tion oTi
to solve the Iranian hostage-crisis’
DURING THE 1980 presidential |
_campaign, “Reagan’s advisers ‘were ",

‘worried that -Carter would spring
-such g “‘surprise,”’ perhaps affecting
. the outcome of the campaign. -~ -
Garrick’s operation is said to have
used information from retired mili-
tary and intelligence agency officers
in an atternpt to find .out if Carter
Bgm & military move to rescue
bostages in the weeks before the
election. i o T
dxln. addition, the. committee is
Mooking .into -allegations that the
; Reagan ~pampaign “mmay ;have 5ob- ;
tained reports from National Securi- ;
ty Councll sources. .=~ " i -
: Albosta said that up to now investi--i
ators bave been looking only at the,:
Ues -of “Reagan campaign -officials :;
agac'}xgsg whom allegations have been -
T ma SALEN 2 el

”
- A SR
O et

- "_g‘ioﬁi, we bave ,furtl';ex:;a(:t':'et;'s.‘,'"":he;'E
N e B At E A

Albosta - said investigators ‘have ‘
-talked to about 75 people concerning !
- the dehate papers controversy, !
:-grh(iagh cﬁggfrfs 03) how'sC{arteg’s ;
. briefing 1 or the camps e- |
" bate between Carter: andpéfgagan "
. ended up ih possession of the Reagan |

OlAI
D1R000400070001-9

anned an “‘October surprise” .

ganized
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More Azd to Nzcaragaan Rebels Backed

-1 An Administration official said that | Administration's actions in Central
‘the program outlined by Mr. Casey and America. The chief critic of the Admin- |

Specialto The New York'ﬁmq

WASHINGTON, Sept. 20 — The Rea-
gan Administration told the Senate In-
telligence Committee today that it

- planned to continue covert military aid
to the Nicaraguan insurgents until the
Sandinista Government stopped giving

Ea%ltary support to the rebels in El Sal-
0r, acco to ci] tsmt.be‘

rdmg pam pan “Now we 5ay,.Yes, we are supporting
#the rebels-until the N:(:araguans stop

eeting.

Wﬂham.’f Casey,Du'ectoraf Centml
Intelligence, and . Secretary .of State’
George P. Shultz met for several hours
.behind closed .doors with the commit-
'tee, which is headed by Senator Barry
Goldwater, ‘Republican” of Arizona.
Senatar Goldwater had requested a re-
" port on plans tc:ri’.heﬁsca.'t3,veartl'satbe~
-ginson Oct. L. -

. The’ Admnustratmn is- obhged t0 Te- ;

“port to the intelligence committees of |
both houses on the goals and objectives
of any covert activity. The committee |
bhad declared in May:that it wowld cut'!
off the aid in the absence of 3 new re-
part by Sept. 30. -

Most -of the commitiee ‘members :
were reportedly satistied by the lim-
fted pature of -the Nicaraguan pro-
-gram. Some had been concerned be-

cause Mr. Casey had reportedly sug- -
gested before the Congressional recess .
last month that the Administration

might decide to back the Nicaraguan
“contras,” .as the insurgents are
known, with the aim of overthrowing
the Manague Government, which is
supported by Cubs and other Commu--
nist states,

‘Very lx_npr&ssed With Shultz’

"The members were very impressed’

with Shultz,” one participant said.
“They thought the plan was much
more sensible than in the past. It
jooked as if it had some toherence and
practicality.” -

President Reagan had said publicly
that the United States had no intention
of overthrowing the Sandinista Govern-
ment. Administration officials had said

s

Mr. Shultz went beyond the scope of the

current program. He said it was not
limited to interdicting arms, but wasj

more broadly stated in general support ;
of the Nicaraguan rebels, *“We were al- {
;ways being questioned,” an official |
said, *‘on whether we were going be-
yand our prograun of interdicting arms.

| their subvemmn in neaghbormg
mg""" =.T 0

“41t was s very pusmve state.ment e
the official said, adding that *1 wzshed
the press wmﬂdhzvebeenablemhear
ienss 'rvi'/ B rer L

Hunduras and(:ostxmubﬂuied {
Oneparncxpem said that the eovert'

va:dwastobeused not only until the |

| Sandinistas stopped supporting insur-
gents in El Salvador, tart in Honduras'
.andCostaRxcaasweu

Tbe Administration official stressed,
that this Bpproach Anmtm»‘
mentover whether the’
was violating its pledgebvdamgmme
‘than just stopping the arms flow. The

i 'I‘beBouseee.rhertmsyearpasseda

bill cutting off all covert aid to the-

Nicaraguan insurgents for the 1983 fis-
cal year, but it stood little chance of

passage by the Senate. In the absence -
» of attion by both bousesto cut off the ,

aid, it contimued. Today's committee’
meeting seemed to clear the way for
Senate approval -for the 1984 fiscal
year, which begins Oct. 1. The House

‘will have to decide whether it wants to |

voteagamtocutoﬁwverta.:dinthe
pext fiscal year. :

The Senate lntelhgemoe Commxttee
bas generally been supportive of.the J

that the:$19 million which bad been ap- .

propriated in'the current fiscal year for

covert aid was only meant to prevent
arms from Nicaragua from going to
themsurgennsmElSa.‘tvadar e

1

official "also said that t.bere_was_no_

istration on the committee is Senator

Joseph R. Biden, Democrat of. Dela-
ware. -

Accm-dﬁ t mdpams in the ses-
! sion, the tion witnesses pre-

Sentedaforma}ﬁndmgbymment

* Reagan that it would be in the national .

| security interest to continue a‘parn
mihtaxypmgmmdirectedagamsttbe
Sandinistas,
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By Nancy J. Schwerzler

Washington Bureau of The Sun

Washington — The chairman of a
House ‘panel investigating the 1980
Reagan campaign's use of Carter
briefing materials said yesterday he
has concluded there was an “organ-
ized effort to obtaic material” from
the Carter administration to aid the
Reagan campaign.

Representative Donald J. Albosta
(D, Mich.) would not elaborate .on
what, if any, specific information had
prompted his observations, but he did
say tbat he did not think it *unusual in
any presidential campaign” for one
side to try to obtain information
about the other. .

Mr. Albosta, chairman of the Hu-
man Resources Subcommittee, also
announced that he plans to hold pub-
lic hearings, perhaps next month, in
the probe. In addition, Mr. Albosta’s
panel has reached a new agreement
with the White House for investiga-
tors to review f{ransition-period files
of presidential counselor Edwin W.
Meese ITI, who was chief of staff and
. prmc1pa1 issues adviser i in the Reagan
carnpaign.

 Mr. ‘Albosta, who said investiga-
tors have interviewed about 75 per-
sons so far and plar to interview an-
other 30 to 35, commented that the
course of the briefing book inquiry
has led him to conclude that there
"was “an -effort on someone’s part to
acquire information from the Carter
White House for informational pur-
poses ior the Reagan-Bush cam-
paign.”

“L- thmk most likely there was
.more -than -one person involved,” he
said, and there was “some brgam‘zed '
-effort to obtain material.”

Asked 1f ‘he meant that tbe Reagan.
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campaign had made such an eﬂxm,
Representative Albosta replied, “Who
would the material benefit?” I
On public hearings, Mr. Albosta
said his panel-would possibly call fwo
witnesses-next month. But be did rfot
identify them, other than to say f
his panel “won't necessarily” inf,er-
view the ‘top’ .officials of the Reagan

campaign who -are now part- of?t;he ’

White House staff. i

One of those officials, Mr. Meese,i
will have his files examined by, cop-!
gressiopal investigators, probabiyt
this week, at archives of the Hoaver:
Institution in California, Mr. Albosta)

hY

said. Those docurnents, which ‘were! :

not covered by an earlier agreemenh
between the subcommittee-and the!
White House, include campaign files]
and -also cover the transition pened*
between the election and Mr Red‘i
gan’s inauguration. i
~ Aides said the panpel’s mvestlga—
tors, under an earlier agreement w:th‘
the White House, have already re-;
viewed campaign files of several. top
administration officials, mcludmg
CIA Director William J. Casey. and;
Chief of Staff James A. Baker IIL In-:
vestxgators -are also in the process of;
reviewing the files of David A..Stock-! 1
man, the budget director who- aiso‘
coached Mr. Reagan for his deha«te

against Mr. Carter and has acknowl-} |
edged. that documents “pﬂfered"‘i

fromn the Carter campaxgn ended’ ap!

in the Reagan camp. AR

‘The FBI is also probing the briéf-|
ing book matter and Mr. Albosta.ac—

knowledged that the federal investi--
gators are ahead of his inquiry "

some aspects. He said -the agency,_
which bas been turning over materadl:
to the House panel, has been “slower-

than 1 would like to see it in “giving”

us information.” =
e T

~ f‘
W .
T -
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St
Carter camp focus of debate

By George Archibald
WILSHINGTON TIMES STAFF

The House subcommittee invest-

gating how President Reagan's cam-

paign obtained Jimmy Carter’s |

debate briefing materials is focusing
on possible wrongdoing by Carter

WIe House employees, the panel's’

chairman said yesterday.

Rep. Donald J.- Albosta, D-Mich.,’
also said the pattern emerging from

the inquiry is that “more than one”
White House employee working for
then-President Carter gave the brief-
ing materials 1o the Reagan cam-
paign. : :

“There has beenno allegationthat |

anything was stolen” by the Reagan
camp, Albosta stated.

“There was an effort on someone's
part (in the Reagan campaign) to
acquire materials from the Carter
White House for information pur-

- poses,” he said.

Albosta declined to say whether
he knows who initiated the effort, but
he added that it would not be

" “unusual” for one presidentia} cam- -

paign to attempt to obtain another’s
internal documents.

“What conld be unusual ... is
where the material came from, par-
Geularly if it came out of the
National Security Council,” Albosta
" said. “If we have a possibility that
people will remove, for political pur-
poses, material that is sensitive -to
the security — either economically
or i the defense of this country -
then we have s major problem.

“If it was removed and if it was

done in an organized effort, I think it
-isimportant for the American peopie
to know if that is going to continue to
happen " he added. .
Albosta said the panel’s investiga-
tors want to review personal files —
rather than general campaipn files

— of several people, including White

WASHINGTON TIMES
20 September 1983
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Rep. Donald J. Albosta

,Pﬁiﬂbben73’>w17

probe
v*lfiverﬁuinétz

possibility that people
will remove, for.

‘political purposes,
| -material that is
. | Sensitive to the

| Security — either

-economically or to the
defense of this
country — then we

a major

CER

House Counselor Edwin Meese II]
and Adm. Robert Garrick, who
headed research for the Reagan

campaign. Some of the files are at -
the Hoover Instrution at Stanford. .

Asked why investigators were

returning to the Hoover archives, .

where Meese's transition files are
boused, Albosta said, “There could
be things that would indicate during

the (post-election) transition period

... What could have taken place
before, during the campaign.”
Other files belonging to David R-

Gergen, White House communics-

tions director, and Wayne H. Valis, a
former Reagan &ide, may be &t the
American Enterprise Institute, a
Re_:publican-oriented public policy

-tanik, where both men worked _
during the campaign, Albosta said. -
"~ The congressman said he *would  * Carte
‘Dot rule out” asking AEJI to open its

files to House invgsrig«_ators.‘ A.EI

~ would “cooperate fully” with the

panel, stated & spokeswoman for the
research orgamizatiop, o

The panel has interviewed about
75 witnesses from both the Carter

. .and Reagan camps and will interro-

gate about 35 more people before
holding at least two public hearings
on the Carter debate book matter in
early October, Albosta said.

-He declined to discuss détaj}s of

what the investigation has learned.

But he said, “My opinion is we will

- get o the bottom of it. . . I believe

we will be able 10 indicate someone
did it. Whether or not we will find the
€xact person and whether or not we
will have someone who would have a

. reason, it remains to be seen”

- Asked if this meant the probe has
Dot yet identified any “muojes” in the
T White House, he replied: “I
don’t want you 1o think

Approved ‘For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000400070001-9
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Albosta Sees Orgamzed Effort
To Get Carter Material in 80 |

By Howard Kurtz
“Washington Post Stalf Writer . .
Rep. Donald J. Albosta (D-Mich.)
said yesterday that he has concluded
that there was “an organized effort
t0.obtain material” from the Carter

White House in 1980 and that “more

than one” aide to Jimmy Carter was
involved in providing documents to
the Reagan presidential campaign.
Albosta, whose House Post Office
and Civil Service subcommittee has
been investigating the acquisition of
Carter papers by the Reagan cam-

paign -during the 1980 election, de- '

clined to give specifics, saving he

swanted 10 preserve the probe’s se-

.crecy. He said he would detail some
‘of the findings next month al the
first of two planned public hearings.

- Albosta spoke to reporters after
‘successfully urging the House to pass
‘a five-year reauthorization of the Of-
‘fice of Government Ethics, which is
-scheduled 1o go out of business Sept.
-30. Albosta said he may propose fur-

‘ther amendments to the ethics act to

deal with the kind of alleoatlonc he
is investigating.

“The trend seems 10 indicate that
there was some organized- effort to
obtain material . .. from the Carter

‘White House for informational pur-

poses for the Reagan-Bush cam-
paign,” ,
subcommittee still is focusing on in-
dications that some material may
have been taken from Carter's Na-
tional Security Council.

. Albosta said his staff has inter-

viewed about 75 people and that he

Albosta said. He said the

REP. DONALD J. ALBOSTA -
.. “more than one” provided papers

now expects to “get to the bottom™

of the mystery. By the time the

-probe is finished, he said, “I believe

we will be able to mdlcate someone
did it.”

Albosta also said he'has_reached
agreement with the White House to
allow congressional investigators to
inspect new Reagan campaign files
stored at the Hodver Instltutlon at
Stanford University.

-‘He said these would mclude the
personal campaign files of* White
House counselor Edwin Meese 1If

miral who helped the Reagan cam-

paign monitor military bases in case
of an “October surprise” by the Car-
ter White House.

- Albosta said some personal files—
including those of White House chief
of staff James A.Baker HI and CIA

Director. William dJ. Casey—were not

located in California, -but that his

staff has been able to inspect them
in Washington. He added, however,
that the FBI has been “slow” to pro-
vide the panel with information from
ite criminal investigation.

The measure extending the five-
vear-old Office of Government Eth-
ics plugs several “loopholes” in the
law, Albosta said. The bill would

allow the office to draft government-

wide ethics regulations, to review fi-
nancial -disclosuré -statements of 69
additional White House aides and to

extend disclosure reguirements to

some members of advisory commit-
tees. The bill also would require per-
sons nominated by.the president to

“high-leve] jobs to-update their finan--
cial disclosure statements before’

their Senate confirmation hearings. |

Aides said this-was in response to

a 1981 incident involving Attorney :

General William French Smith, who
did not report & $50,000 corporate
severance payment that he received
shortly after filing his disclosure
statement.. -~ =

. The ‘House measure must be rec-.

onciled with ‘a Senate version that

would give the ethics ‘office director.
-+ g fixed tenure that would not coin-
_and of Robert Garxjick, a retired ad- -

cide with the-president’s term=
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ino'u'se Inquiry Leader Says

‘Reagan Sought 80 Papers

' By MARTIN TOLCHIN
Special to The New Yark Titmes

WASHINGTON, Sept. 19 — The
chairman of a Congressional investiga-
tion into the conduct of the 1980 Presi-
dential campaign said today that inves-
tigators had uncovered evidence indi-
cating “‘an organized effort” by Ronaid
Reagan’s campaign to obtain materi-
als from the Carter White House, )

Representative Dopald J. Albosta,
Democrat of Michigan, gave his inter-
pretation of the investigators’ findings
in his first status -report -since his
Human Resources subcommittee of the
Post-Otfice and Civil Service .Commit-
tee began its investigationin June. -

However, the counse] for the Repub-
lican members of the committee said
he disagreed with Mr. Albosta’s con-
clusion, and Mr. Albosta, saying he
thought it was ‘‘important to maintain
the secrecy’’ of the investigation, de-
clined to offer specific evidence to sub-
stantiate his findings.

There was no immediate comment
from the White House on Mr. Albosta’s
statement.

Public Hearings in October

Mr. Albostz said public hearings
woild begin in early October. The hear-
ings could provide the spectacle of two,
top aides in the White House contra-
-dicting each under oath.

It is widely expected that James A.

Baker 3d, William J. Caseyand Edwin|

_effort, replied, *“Who would the ma-

‘the involvernent of more than one per-

Meese 3d Wil be asked to testily, al-
though Mr. Albosta declined to com-
ment on prospective . witnesses. Mr.
Baker, the White House chief of staff,

bas said that he received the Carter .
White House 'materials’ from - Mr. *

Casey, director of Central Intellipence,
whohas disputed Mr. Baker’s recollec-
ton. Mr. Meese, White Bouse counsel,
‘was director of the Reagan transition
team_~ e me RN v 4*.-—-!'?.'\

Mr. ‘Albosta said that investigators
bad -interviewed about ‘75 witnesses,
equally divided berween Reagan cam-

-1 paign aides and Carter White House of-

ficials, and that another 30 to 35 would
be questioped. In addition, investiga-

tors bave studied personal and official |

files of zides to Mr. Reagan’s Presiden-
tia} campaign.
Mr. Albostz said he recenmtly con-
cluded an agreement whereby investi-
gators would study the persona) files of
Mr. Meese and retired Adm. Robert
Garrick, who has said he organized a
petwork of retired military otficers to
monitor the movement of United States
troops -amd aircraft for “the “Reagan
campaign. The npetwork was looking
for signs of the imminent reiease of the
American bostages then beld in Iran.

“There was & pattern, an organized
effort on someone’s part 10 acguire ma-
terial from the Carter White House for
the Reagan-Bush campaign,” Mr. Al-
bosta said. :

Mr. Albosta, asked who initiated the
terial benefit?”’

G.0.P. Aide Disputes Findings

Steve Hemphill, counse]l to the Re-
publican minority of the Post Office
and Civil Service Committee, disputed

PWO@O@WO 01-9

STAT

usual for one campaign to steal ma-
terial from -another campaign,” he
said. )

“What's unusual is where the ma- |
terial carne out of the National Security
Council,” be added.

‘Get to the Bottom of It’

| _Mr. Albosta said that although the
| Federal Bureau of Investigation had
| been helptul in the past in giving the
! committee materials it had developed,
; the pace had slowed in recent weeks., -
. *"They've been slow in giving us ma-
terial that I think we should have in
_investigation,™ hesaid. .
Mr. Albosta expressed confidence in
the investigation. *“My opinion is that
we will get to the bottom of it,”” be said.
Mr. Albosta gave the status report
atter the House unanimously approved’
& five-year reauthorization of the Of-
fice of Government Ethics. He said the
law r;ught h?}r:sm be amended after
completion of his investigation into the
briefing documents. :
*One set of concerns raised

property and infor- |.

 mation and the use of their positions for
personzal gain,” be told the House. “Are};
those standards adequate? Are they
ggﬁrstood, enforced, or enforceabie at

The House Speaker, Thomas P.
O'Neill, Democrat of Massachusetts,
said today be remained unconvinced of
the pressing need for Mr. Albosta’s in-
vestigation. *'I still don’t see any great ;
interest out there” by House members, |
he said. P -

Mr. Albosta, in response to Mr. |
O’Neiil’s statement, said, “*His set of
priorities dictates that the economy is
the ruling thing. ™ - .'

Mr. Albosta’s findings, ‘I have sat in

on the overwhelming majority of inter-

views and have reviewed the docu-
ments, and I do not reach the same con-
clusion,” he said. *It's too premature
todraw that kind of conclusion.”

Mr. Bemphill, asked whether White
House aides would be called, said
*‘that’s totally within the purview of the
chairman.”

‘The subcommittee has been investi-
gating how Carter White House docu-
ments found their way into the Reagan
campaign, where they were used to
brief Mr. Reagen for his televised de-
bate with Mr, Carter.

Mr. Albosta said evidence indicated

son in both the Carter White House and |
the Reagan campaign. “It was not un- |
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ILARRY KING'S

PEOPLE |
CIA’s Casey: No spying
from USA’sairliner‘é |

Fasten seat belts: This col- |

.. umn takes no prisoners. .., I :

asked Willlam Casey, direc-

tor of the CILA, if, to his know}-

| edge, the USA has ever used

i & passenger plane for spying
purposes. “Absolutely not,”. |

 was the immediate reply. Ca- . |

| 'sey added, “None of our al- '

lies would do that, either.

The risks are just too great

for whatever benefit it might

bring. We care too much for .

human life. I have suspected

i Aeroflot of doing it, but have

' no proof. The more I think

. . - upl
about I, though, I doubt even  pagpy, Uging airiiners for

the Russians would do it. It's

pointiess.” - spying would be ‘pointiess.’
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BY JOHN McKELWAY

The RAMBLER

Clean-cut, maybe,
but hardly clear-cut

. How are you getting along with
. the Great Carter Briefing
Book Caper? . ;.

I've just about had it. But-will
keep trying.” ,

Now. Where are we? .

I'm not so sure. When last we -
met to discuss all the possibilities
of the on-going investigation and
how an investigation gets to be on-
going, there seemed to be some : &
chance that everyone who ever saw the Carter brief-
ing book in the Reagan campaign camp would line up
to take a lie detector test administered by agents of
the Federal Bureau of Investigation. :

As far as I can tell, this has not taken place. But, of
course, you never know what goes on in this town.
And, maybe, the FBI has developed a truth-detecting
machine which even now might have been put 1o use.

However, we do know that we have been told by the
press that the FBI has asked a woman who served as
a secretary in the'T980.Reagan campaign, a woman
who remembers a “clean-cut” young man delivering
what could have been the Carter briefing papers, 1o
undergo hypnosis.

Apparently, the FBI did not think she was lying
when she described the voung man as “clean-cut,”
and did not proceed to hook her up t a lie detection
machine. But agents figured that under hypnosis she
might be able 1o put a little more Mmeat on her bare-
bones description. R

The secretary said she thought the Great-Carter
Briefing Book Caper was “Mickey Mouse” and .,
declined to undergo hypnosis. - B

Now. If a clean-cut young man did deliver the =™ ~ -
Carter briefing book to Reagan’s campaign head- .

- - B,

quarters, the material must have been sent on to
-either campaign director William Casey, now head of
the Central Intelligence Agency, or James Baker 11,
now White House chief of staff and at the time of the
alleged appearance of the clean-cut young man, can-
didate Reagan’s supervisor of debate preparations. |

o
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7Baker has said he got the documents from Casey.

" Casey says he-can’t recall ever having the doc-

uments.

Now. If I can believe all this stuff, why hasn’t the
FBI offered to put Casey under hypnosis? Or Baker?
Why do the agents, if they did, go after a secre-

1ary? One would think the head of the CIA and the
White House chief of staff would be far more inter-
esting under hypnosis than a secretary who thinks

-the briefing book busines is “Mickey Mouse™ in the

first place. y .- .
For example, would Casey describe the same

~young man as “clean-cut” if he could remember,

under hypnosis, the guy who brought the briefing
book? Casey, under hypnosis, might think the clean-
cut young man looked like Baker.

-And Baker, under hypnosis, might feel with some
conviction the clean-cut young man resembled
George Bush, a former head of the CIA.

And what would happen if both Baker and Casey
were placed under hypnosis and, simultaneously,
hooked up to lie detector machines? Would they
describe the secretary as “clean-cut” or use some

-other equally fathomless description?

And, I wonder, can the FBI guarantee that if either
a secretary, or a clean-cut young man; or the ... |
White House chief of staff along with the head of the
‘CIA, is placed under hypnosis, they will be returned
1o normalecy? - - - B
.-What, come to-think of it, is normal in Washington,
in or out of hypnosis? - -*."-- e
Sometimes I get the feeling that the Great Carter
Briefing Book Caper’is one of those Washington sto-
ries that soars into the great beyond leaving most
of us lost in the dust it has kicked up.”  =-"x .&"™
I'would hope you can handle it better.’Keep trying.
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New

The Pres»dent s fresh tack is de5|gned to
insure cooperation from America’s
allies, calm nuclear-war worries among
voters——and produce fast results.

~il _L’-.a,. RPN R

President Reagans response “fo Bussxas dowmng ‘of 2
South Korean jetliner underscores @ new foreign-policy

approach that combines hard words with moderate deeds.

The sanctions announced by the President on September 6
and 8 are far milder than many expected from a leader who
has condemned the Soviet Union as an “evil empire” But
the action squares with an approach to international affairs
that is becoming steadily more flexible and pragmatic. - -

In the-shaping of this policy, White House National Secu-
rity Adviser William Clark, a man noted for his practieality
and loyalty to the President, has emerged .as- the Chlef
Executive’s most trusted foreign-affairs counselor. ™

Headlines in recent weeks have focused on how Clar"k
has gained the upper hand in a power struggle thh Secre-
tary of State. George Shultz. Largely overlooked s the fact
that w]mle Shultz has been in the background,/hxs pohcxes of

Reagan on Air Force One with key advisers Clark and Shultz -

FSNOH JVHM FHL—SNVAS 1IVHOM

Behind Reagan's
nderatmn"
Fﬁi‘%lgﬂ Pﬂllﬂv

moderatxon are being
jorissues,

With his nanonal-secunty adviser and longtime
friend at his elbow, Reagan is seeking quick results
overseas. This has meant départing from the strong
- ideological thrust that is Reagan’s hallmark.

In case after case, the administration has deliv-
ered tough rhetonc, then acted with moderation.
The airline incident, which provoked Reagan to

braéed on most of the mac

laun¢h the strongest verbal attack on the Soviet !

Union of any modern President, was the latest in-

stance. His retaliatory measures were a far ery from
the controversial sanctions he ordered after martial

law was clamped on Poland. The measures in*the airlirie
epxsode were denounced by his more conservative support- :

ers as lacking in backbone.
The Peking connection. Nowhere is the contrast be-

tween past words and current deeds seen more sharply :

"than in dealings with China. Where Reagan once chilled
:Sino-American relations with talk of reviving political ‘ties

with Taiwan, today he seeks to bring Peking into a partner-
ship ‘to‘counter Soviet global ambitions—a strategy long
advocated by the State Department. =~

Peking now qualifies to buy high-technology eqmpment
including some items with clear military applications, on
the same basis as many U.S. allies. In late July, the adminis-
tration also agreed to increase the American import quota
for Chinese textiles, in return for China’s stepped-up pur-
chases of U.S. grain. A visit to Peking by Defense Secretary
Caspar Weinberger in late September is aimed at gettmg
stalled weapons- -sales negotiations going again. . .

" All this is drawing fire from critics on the right. But the
White House, according to presidential aides, igures it will
reap practical benefits in renewed strategic cooperation
and, more than likely, a politically rewarding Reagan trip to
Pekmg in the election year of 1884.

"In the case of the Soviet Union, Reagan means it when he

speaks of an™‘evil empire” of Communism. But, whatever his |

misgivings-about the Soviet system, the President increas-
ingly has emphasized the need to work with the Russians.
In the weeks before the downing of the airliner, he
approved huge new grain purchases by Moscow with guar-
antees against future embargoes, removed remaining re-
strictions on the sale of pipe-laying equipment, announced
a new compromise offer in arms-control talks and proposed
improved hot-line procedures for handling crises. None of
these moves is affected by the measures he announced in

the aftermath of the attack on Korean Air Lines Flight 007.

Skeptical at first about arms-ctntrol talks of any sort with
Moscow, Reagan now emphasizes flexibility and determina-
tion to negotiate seriously. His advisers say the President is

responding to widespread public concern about the dan- |

gers of nuclear war and to doubts among some European i

aJhes ‘about his commitment to arms control.

“ Even in Central America, pragmatism is softening rheto- _

ric. A few days before Defense Secretary Weinberger set out
in early September to review U.S. troops on maneuvers in

. Honduras, Special Envoy Richard Stone was on thé road .

trying to a'rrange‘more talks with insurgent leaders. The |

emphasis now is on a search for peace as well as on the

_military buildup to pursue the war agamst Marmst guerrillas.

Letting Reagan Be Reagan

In this new approach to world problems, the key role is -

being played by a relative novice in foreign affairs—William
Clark, the President’s national-security adviser.

To get the results he wants befere 1984, Reagan is paying
more attention to White House advice and playing down

{ cWWo@Mmmnmmom outcome: Growing

CCN
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Disorder in the Court: Man

Tums H earmg TOpsy-Tur vy

"By Ed Bruqke

Washington Post Siaff Wriler
A hearing at D.C. Superior Court yesterday

turned into pandemonium when a defendant

tried to place the judge under “citizen’s ar-

rest,” dragged a deputy U.S. marshal, a clerk-
and an attornev behind the bench, knocked.
~ told Judge Sorell in court that Zain had writ-
“ten several CIA -officials concerning his alle-

over a flag, overturned chairs and nearly:
reached the judge before he was ﬂnal)v Te-
st;ramed courtroom witnesses saig.

Corridors outside the courtroom were sud-
denly filled with a prosecutor’s screams for
help, and D.C. police in the vicinity rushed to
the scene, reachmc for thelr guns, witnesses
said.

No one wae seriously injured in the melee,
but at one point the defendant as well as those

trving to subdue him tumbled to the floor be- - -

hind the bench while Judge W. Byron Sorrell
and .astonished courtroom - spectators. looked
on. , . :

The “incident capped a bizarre series of
court proceedings “over several months this
vear involving a -defendant who insists that
the CIA is responsible for at least three mur-
ders.and has tried to arrest, or subpoena, nu-
merous high-ranking government officials, in-
cluding CIA Director William Casey.

The defendant, Harry Zaim of Charleston,
W. Va, was eventually removed from the
courtroom yesterday and taken to the court’s

cellblock after -half :a dozen deputy US

marshals responded to calls for help.
After the incident, Chief Judge H. Carl

Mouitrie I signed an emergency order trans--

ferring Zain to the Ugast Center at D.C. Gen
eral Hospital for psychiatric examination. =

Zain had ‘been ordered.io appear-in -court
vesterday to determine whether he should be-"

released from jail pending a decision”-on
" whether he is mentally competent to stand -

trial on‘misdemeanor charges of simple assault -
and disruption of Congress. The charges were -

filed against him'following an incident on

April 27 in which he .aliegedly attempted to -
~arrest former CIA director Stansfield Turner.

during a House subcommittee hearing.

Zain, who told the court he would represent

himself, has been held in liev of $2,000 bond.
" ‘Before the melee vesterday, a CIA attorney

. .gations and had sent Casey 2 letter at his

home in suburban Maryland threatening to .

arrest the director. .

Prosecutors argued that Zain should be held ;
pending a determination on his mental com- -

petency. Sorrell, who recently had held. two
other hearings on Zain's bond, was speaking
from the bench, asking Zain whether he would
cease his threats and stay away from govern-
ment officials, when Zain interrupted.

~ “Your honor, 1 cannot let the CIA go un-
prosecuted for murder,” he said. “I charge you

with being an accessory-to murder. I'm going
to take custody of you. | am, as & citizen, ar-
resting you for attempted murder.”

“Everyone assumed *he was just Tunning off

at the mouth,” a clerk in the courtroom said
later. -

But Zain walked around the -defense table

toward Sorrell and had nearly reached the
-bench when & deputy marshal grabbed him.

Zain then pulled the law officer” behind the

. bench, knocking over-the American flag, while

the judge’s -clerk and an assistant U.S. attor-
ney in-the courtroom joined the struggle to
stop him.

According to -one clerk, Zain gave up the
- fight 1o reach Sorrell, saying, “I appear 1o be

. outnumbered

Zain gained attention two years ago when

~he’ tned to have Congress pass a law.that.

would allow him-to marry & 12- vear‘old girl in
his’home state.- ~ ~

A further hearing i m the matter lS scheduled
" for Nov. 1.-¢ el
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Source of Pilfered |
Papers Fludes FBI

By ROBERTL. J ACKSON Times Staff Wrzter -

X WASHINGTON th nearly three months of inter- .
I views behind them, FBI agents have been frustrated so
far in determining how some confidential documents of
- former President Jimmy Carter came into the posses-
sion of ‘members of Presuient Reagans 1980 electign
. campaign.. . .
““They (the agents) smll have a way to go but they
have not found-the key, the smoking ‘gun,” a gov-
-ernment ‘official familiar with the case said Wednesday.
The official,swho refused to be identified, said the FBI.
. will not flms'h tsfleld investigation unti! mid-October at
~the soonest; r¢ than two monthslater: than ongmaliy”
expected = i :
" The source ‘sai many wi nesses have"been afflxcted_
. with “forgettery” when pressed:about specxflc detailsof |
“ what happened Ahree years.ago W1th copies of Carter’s
_campaign debate-briefing papers.; However, he said"
‘agents are unable 1o say .with convactxon ‘that any of-
" these memory lapses are deliberate. . :
- A prime “example is Reagan s former campa:gn
receptionist, Justine, Marks, the latést witness whose
"name has surfaced. Two sources familiar with her
.account .of the papers’ delivery said"Marks has told the
FBI she ‘believes- they were brought to Reagan’s
-headquarters by a well-groomed young man—but that
: she does not remember his name.or where he was from. -

" Marks has ‘rejected a request-by-the FBI that she
submit to: hypnosas in - the. hope .of :enhancing her
-~memory, the government official said. He said he did not -
know if any other witnesses had been hypnotized or had
refused 1o be hypnesized but that:th techmque 1s not
unusual in offlc;al mvestxganons

Couldn’t Idenﬁfy Man From Photos

. “Afterall, we're talking about 1nc1den that occurred :
afew yearsago,” hesaid. : y
: Marks, who could not be reached for comment failed
‘ to recall anything further about the looks or occupation
of the young man and couid not identify him from any.
photos shown to her, the official said: ‘Marks was the
_receptionist in -offices in  Arlington, "Va., that were
occupled by Reagan's tnp-rankmg aides.- '
It was Jearned that i veshgators for the House Post
Office - .and *Civil- Service subcommittee  .on human
resources, which is conductmg a similar'inquiry into the
" pilfered documents, also is seekmg %o interview Marks. i
“The: panel Donald J Albosta

¥ “The 'summ ng case has been marked by conﬂlct-
‘ing memories.as well as faulty ones. White House Chief
.of Staff JamésA. Baker III,"who ‘Was in charge of
preparing Reagan for his campaign debate with Carter,
has $aid thathe’ brleﬂy Baw some Carter debate papers -
- provided by CIA Dxrector William J. Casey, who was -,
_ then campaign manager.
:" . Casey has-heatedly denied havmg had such material,
{sa}{mg he would not have touched xt “thh -a 210 foot.;
{ po e &t " i
: Meanwhxle Mark Ashworth an Ohxo eollege student,,;
twho worked in Reagan’s headquarters, has told Albos- -
“ta's investigators that he remembers sbeing asked to
!'photocopy pilfered debate papers for dehvery to Baker.
I *“It’s not clear who gave what to whom,” the offici
Approved For: WM&WMEV&!Q&(RBE&!-QGQMR000400070001 -9
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Former Reagan Worker Refuses
To Unc[etgp Hypnosis in

By LESLIE MAITLAND WERNE
" Special toThe New York Tirons” -, -

'WASHINGTON, Sept. 14 — An aide

in Ropald Reagan’s 1980 campsign has
refused a request by Federal investiga-
tors that she be hypnotized to help her
-recall an incident in which campaigy
materials prepared for President Car.
ter may have been delivered to Reagan
workers, B .
~Federal officials :gaid the womar,
Justine Marks, had a vague recollec.
tion of such an event but could pot iden.

-tify the man who she thought dropped

off the papers, Federal officials said
the Federal Bureau of Investigation
had asked Mrs. Marks to submit to
hypnosis to help her remember,. but
that sbe had declined. .

' The officials said Mrs. Marks had

been shown humerous pictures of peo-

ple who might have had access 1o the
Carter papers, which were prepared
for the then President before his debate
with Mr. Reagan. i .

But, the officials said, Mrs. Marks
failed to identify anyone-as the man
who reportedly brought materials
resembling the Carter papers 1o Mr,
Reagan’s campaign headquarters,
where she was a receptionist. They

--said she described him as young and
; clean-cit. : e

. Leaving ‘No Stone Unturned’

**She may very well have something
pertinent,” a Federal official familiar
with the inquiry said.**To sey she’s the
key would be an exaggeration.”

The official said Federal agents had
proposed hypnosis  because they
wanted ‘‘to leave no stone unturned. "

Roger S. Young, an assistant direc.
tor of the F.B.1. in charge-of Congres-

- siopal and public affairs, declined to
~comment on the bureav's inquiry. He|

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000400070001-9

also declined to say whether or mot
agents had interviewed Mrs. Marks or
had requested that she be b ized, -
But be said the bureau had ‘found
hypnasis t0 be & usetul technique in
heiping witnesses recall details of
events -they otherwise could not
remember. - - , S~
“Mrs. Marks, reached for.comment in ]
Augusta, Me., confirmed that she had
told investigators about the event and
that she had refused to be b ized,
She declined to discuss details of what
she had told the agents because she had
an exclusive arrangement with ABC

television to eppear on its “Good Mo |

ing America™ program Thursday. —

Asked if she was being paid for her |

appearance, she said, *“That’s my busi-
ness,” and ended the conversation. -
George Watson, vice president of
ABC News, reached by telephone, con-
firmed that Mrs. Marks was scheduled
1o &ppear on the program Thursday, |
but he said the network's entertain.
ment ‘division had .arranged the ap-
pearance, not the news department.
‘"We are paying her nothing except
ber travel from Maine to New
York end back,” Mr. Watson said. He
added that guestswere often asked, on

a voluntary basis, not to discuss in ad- |
vance what they would say before &

program. -

SIA
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E:\:-Receptioniét
Recollects 1980
Debate Papers -

By Martin Schram -
and Bob Woodward
Washington Post Staff Writers
"The former executive receptionist
of the 1980 Reagan campaign: has
told the FBI that papers resembling

President Carter’s debate  briefing.

materials were delivered to the head-

-quarters by a person she Temembers

only as“a young, cleancut-man,”.

And, In an unusual move, the FBI’
asked her to undergo hypnosis to
help her identify the man she says
brought the documents and the top

Reagan official-who received them.

The receptionist, Justiné Marks,
told FBI.agents in four interviews
_ that she can recall only that the pa-
pers were brought to the Reagan
~headquarters- by a male who was
under 30 vears of age, according to
informed sources. '

Marks controlied access to the

fourth-floor offices of the ‘top Rea- .

.gan campaigh executives, including

campaign director William J. Casey

and senior adviser James A. Baker

I11, who supervised the debate prep-

arations.

. Marks confirmed this.--account
- during several telephone interviews

with The Washington Post. She said

that last Thursday she declined the

FBI request that she undergo hyp- -
© nosis even though the FBI agents
. had told her, “we feel you can_pro-

: - vide us thh the mlssmg link,” :she .

_'-.saad

Marks sald: T feel 1 may be ob-

- structing the investigation ’but 1 just
can’t” undergo hypnosns .. 1 find
hypnosis an wmatural state like a |

- fortune teller . ... I would consider ;
this differently 1{ 1t were g murder,

but I think the briefing book thing is
Mickey Mouse and I told the agent
1 no"! . - ) . . .

In" eight ‘hours of interviews with the FBIL’
agents showed her 600 to 700 photographs. But .
she §éid she was unable to identify the young man
who she says brought the papers 1o the Reagan.
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day j{w‘nen the papers were delivered,.nor the sen-
ior Reagan ofﬁc;al to whom they were dehvered_
she gaid. - :

FBI officials have been frustrated h\ the slow |
progiess in'the case. y.

They prewouslv sought permlssmn to give poly-
graph ‘tests to -senior Reagan officials-who have
gweﬂ' conflicting versions of how the Carter doc-

i uments wound up in the ﬁles of the Reagan cam- :

pafigs s, - g
quer, now thte House chxef of ,staff haa told

« invedtigators he ‘received ‘the Cartéer <debate doc-
umeﬁts “from "Casey. Casey, now -director of the

. CL£ has sald ‘he cannot recall ever having had the
d hents. ani_ﬂmt'he would ‘not havesforgotten

““them"if 'théey hadever been given {o Him. Theﬂ
FBIs decision 6 ask Marks to submit to hypnosis

wasapproved ‘at'the top” of the FBI, according to
an official source:Thesource  declined to say if it
~. was FBI Director William H. Webster who gave

the approval, 4 orwhat role, if any; the Justice De- -
' partment played in the decxs;on in: the poht:ca!lv ;

© sensitive inwestigation..”" ~ -

-FBI spokesman. Roger Young yesterdav said he
“-would have no ‘domment-on the matter."He none-

theless-said the-use:of hypnosis with cooperanve :
- witnesses who'" cannotsrecall details is™a velid, ac-

- cepted technique.””He -added, ~It “has been used g

__ many times with superb results.” o
- In " several ‘'telephone interviews “this week
Marks confirmed -‘what=she told the FBI.and de-..

- scribed ‘the arrival of material related to the Car—

. ter debate-as“a posmve recollection.™

‘Marks. added, “Of - the hundreds of people who ;
. 'passed by me 1 recall T stopped someone. I don't :

~ know-who. It could *have been someone with the

. campaign, it could have been a citizen, a_politi-

cian, even someone with the media and that per-

son had material related W the briefing material -

for Carter.” .
Marks said she was . not 1)osmve the Caner
" briefing material showed to her-by the FBI was

identical to the, matenal she saw.in 1980, though

"-she saxd it was sxmllm '
, She said she was certam the papers recexved in
11980 were related to the-Carter side of the debate

-, who he wanted to see and like that.”

She said she has tried as hard .as ‘possible to

( recall or further describe :the incident or person

_ bringing the material or receiving it but cannot
. honestly e\p'md -on her memory.’
“There is a lot T remember,” she said, addmv- :

headquarters. Nor can SheNﬁ’BFWSH‘?%?“ﬂ%I‘éase 2005/114281; IGIA:RDP91-00901R000400070001-2

somethxmT that would:not and «did 'not nmmally ;
| come to the Reagan campaign headquarters.~ ... i1
. Asked how she knew the material-the : -young :
_“man was carrying was:from the-Carter:camp, she ..

said, “I probably asked him 10 state: his-purpose—. E
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BY E. MICHAEL MYERS

i

President Reagan mQt today with Secretary of State George Shultz, just back
from a confrontation with Soviet Foreign Minister Andrei Gromyko on the Soviat
shootdown of a Korean airliner carrying 249 people.

After the meeting with Shultz, Reagan met with the National Security Council

-- Shultz, Defense Secretary Caspar Weinberger, CIA chief William Casey and
Joint Chiefs of Staff Chairman John Vessey - undoubtedly to discuss a response
to the Soviet attack.

Both Shultz and Weinberger recently returned from abroad. Shultz attended zn ?

East-West human rights conference in Madrid, where he called the Soviet defense |
of its destruction of the airliner ''‘preposterous.'!

* ok Kk % % % %
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Péntégon G@‘ts Tough on Latin Policy

By PHILIP TAUBMAN
_ Specialto The New York Times
- WASHINGTON, Sept. 11 — The Rea-
gan Administration, despite the objec-
tions of some top State Department of-
ficials, bas decided to go on the attack
against Congressional opposition to its
Central America policy, according to
senior Administration officials. .

The new stance, which represents a
break with past efforts to reach an ac-
commodation with Congress on Central
-America, is scheduled to be outlined in
& policy speech on Monday by the
Under Secretary of Defense for Policy,
Fred C. IXi¢, the third ranking official
inthe Pentagon. - o
- The tone of the speech, which Mr.
IK1é is to deliver to the Baltimore Coun-
cil on Foreign Affairs, includes some of
the harshest criticism of Congress by
the Reagan Administration on this or
any other foreign policy issue, Admin.
istration officials said.: They'said it was
.endorsed last week by White House
aides over the opposition of some State
Department experts on Latin America.
An advance text was made available
by a foreign policy adviser involved in
jts preparation. . .

- It says, in part, “‘As long as Congress
keeps crippling the President’s mili-
‘tary assistance program, we will have
a policyalways shy of suceess,” It also
sars: ‘‘The President’s policy for Cen-
- tral America has not been given a
chance to work. Congress has denied
-the President the means to succeed.”

; ‘An Arsenal for Insurgency’
In addition, the speech offers the

clearest statement to date by the Ad-

-ministration on United States opposi-
-tion to the Nicaraguan Government.

- *“‘We must prevent consolidation of &
Sandinista.regime in Nicaragua- that

-would become an arsenal for insurgen- .

"cy,” the text says. ““If we cannot pre-
vent that, we have to anticipate the

partition of Central America. Such a .

development would then force us to
;man & new military front line of the
East-West conflict, right here on our’
'continent.”’ . . , .
". Senior Administration officials said
-the speech will be the kicko#f for an in-
‘tense Administration campaign this.
“fall to fight for increases in security’
.assistance to El Salvador and Hon-:
-Guras and against & cutoff in American !
‘support for Nicaraguan rebels, o
- Congress has not completed action -
on a series of requests for supplemen-:

STAY

'| tal security assistance for El Salvador

and Honduras for the current fiscal
Year, but the Senate and House com-
mittees involved have approved less

than half of the $110 million in extra

money asked for El Salvador. The
House voted last month to end support
for Nicaraguan rebels.

‘We're Fed Up’

“‘We've had it with the opposition in
Congress,” a senior Administration of-
ficial said today. “We're fed up with
their interference on .one hand and

their lack of support on the other-and.

we intend to fight for what we think is a
minimum Arnerican commitment in
the region.” o
The decision to go on the atiack,
which was reportedly supported by De-
fense Secretary Caspar W. Weinber-
ger, William P. Clark, the White House
national security adviser, and William

J. Casey, the Director of Central Intel-.

ligence, appears to end a protracted de-
bate within the Administration about

how best to deal with Congress on Cen- |

tral America.

. The State Department has advocated
using ‘a conciliatory posture to try to
negotiate compromises with Congress
on security assistance and support for
Nicaraguan rebels.

This tactic was openly ridiculed by
Defense Department officials, includ-
ing Mr, Iklé, who argued that the best
way to bandle Congress was to hold out
for 'the Adrninistration’s goals and
make Congress take responsibility if

""The text of Mr. Iklé’s speech warns]

Americap policy failed. -
Administration officials see the com.

ing fight as a crossroads for American |

policy in Central America. They are
particularly concerned that a fafiure to,
obtain continued financing for Nicara-
guan rebels in the 1984 fiscal year,
which begins next month, will lead to a
serious setback for United States initer-
ests in the region. The Administration
has requested $50- million to finance
rebel activities in fiscal 1984,

The House, which has voted to cut Gf
financing for the Nicaraguan rebels in
fisca] 1983, is not expected to approve
any money for the operation in budget
bills for 1984. The Republican-con-
trolled Senate, which has not supported
last month's House cutoff, is Iikely to
vote to extend the financing, forcing
the two houses to resoclve the issue
when the budget legislation comes up
for compromise negotiations between
the House and Senate.

that a failure to extend financing could
allow Nicaragua to become z “second
Cuba” that would pose.a direct mili-
tary threat to its neighbors. In a direct
slap at the House vote to cut off money
for the rebels, the text says, “The
House, in effect, voted to establish a
sanctuary for the Sandinistas.” 1t goes
on to charge that a faijure by-C

to contime financing for the rebels
would be mntamount to Creating “‘safe
bavens™ far terrorist and insurgent at-
tacks. {_. : )
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The Purloined

Paper Chase

}

g

Congressional investigators look'-f i

ing into how Jimmy Carter’s debate !
briefing papers got into Reagan
aides’ hands in 1980 haven’t found a
smoking gun, but they may have

come up with a hot copying machine. - :

It was disclosed last week that a
low-level Reagan campaign worker
had testified privately about making
duplicates of Carter briefing materi-
als on the orders of aides to James A.
Baker 3d, who is now the White

-House chief of staff. The campaign
worker, Mark J. Ashworth, said that
on three of the four occasions he was
asked to copy Carter papers he was

“told the copies were for Mr. Baker.

Mr. Ashworth’s testimony before a
House subcommittee, which he is ex-
pected to repeat publicly this fall,
provided the first significant allega-
tion of a direct link between Mr.
Baker and the Carter papers. Mr.
Baker has told investigators he had

only & casual connection with the
__papers and had received them from

William J. Casey, who was then Mr.
. Reagan’s campaign manager and is.
now Director of Central Intelligence.

- Mr Casey has ﬂatly demed that

Michael erght,

‘Carlyle C. Douglas -

andCaroﬂneRandHerm

—n

%‘?0‘ 0001-9

SIA
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Vi _ . 9., Sourceof Camipaign Notebook | -“There has been a sharing of infor. .
_ . & M. Baker, a Regan campaign aide -mation,” said Micah Green, staff di.
. said ki

-pector for the Human Resources Sub-

4n 1980, has jis best recollection ) B ittee of the Bost Ot oo Civil

Vimy : was that Mr. Cas gave him a black’ 0 S1e 2OS 8 el
'.',»ON GARTER PAPERS-ﬁuebookcon inig the material origi-| .Service Committee, which has jurisdic. .

adlly. prepared fof Mr. Carter to be| (o0 OVer enforcement of the Ethics in
,used in his debaté with Mr. Reagan. %mme“‘A“: - IR
Mr. Casey, who was chairman of the;  MI. Green said the subcommittee,
Ak iy Reagan campaign, has denied being: Headed by Donald J. Albosts, a Michi-
‘WMemory Lapses’ but No Proof | me camreropae material, saying be | 1820 Democrat, had been examining the
. " - %ould not have touched such a book ! -% 1o 60 “‘relevant documents discov-
of Criminal Acts Are Found | “winaiotootpoler - - - oo ered in President Reagam's Ses at s
‘ - . “Even so, the F.B.L has not yet de-; “B00VET Institution on War, Revolution
- as lnqmry Winds Down . .| wided whether or not to-ask anyone in- | (A2d Peace at Stanford University in

~olved in the campaign to submit to ppmeiegy Y PR :-s
%blygraph,orlie-detecf:r,m. n."We're goin through them, and

e 4 €2"No ® liedetector tests have been| -¥e'Te going through the files of rele-
-BY LESLIE MAITLAND WERNER  given,”a source famfliny with tho 1o vantindividuals,” Mr. Green said. _
e Special to The Newr York Times - .'guiry said. *“No decision has even been| _ He said, “We have no doubt that the

W& ASHINGTON - 10 — The Jus- | Made whether to use them. And it's a | F-B.l.is working quite hard on the in-
e De o fseptstm = leastl-é; sairly important decision, -considering | ¥estigation,” and added that he did not

g\riry nto bow Ronald Reagan's Presi- zzq'hm; S, eipected to lastat least § ., Ethical Questions atIssve
ential campaign obtained President | &potber four or five weeks, -accordi ~**Our inquiry i at ‘broades
Carter’s political strategy papers in | $btficials familiar with the.investiga- .-gécx?:’eit goes t:)S estgxncm?;gx‘:fd
1680, according to officials familiar | 30T, has involved numerous interviews Mot just to whether or not & law has
with the investigation, - ith former Reagan and-Carter cam- been broken,” Mr, Green said, “We

Thus far, they said, there appears to | Paign “Workers. Agents .of the F.B.l. have 1 consider whether legislation is

be little reason to believe the Federal | Sonducting the imemée‘gs 8re WItNg | needea™ - ~-
Bureau of Investigation has uncovered | Teports as each is concluded. Copies of -3sCongressional investiga
enough evidence to bring criminal| these Teports are being submitted to -'kl-'a&rd pn'v;te t&sgany ﬁ'tg: }aki:;?
tharges against anyone. But knowi.| the Justice Department as soon as they “level Reagan campaign aide who re-

edgeable Federal officials said investi.| &re written, according 1o sources in the | _oortediy said aides 1o Mr. Bakerhad di-

Bators bad met with what one termed| department. . - . rui e
“Convenient lapses-of memory” on the| 20The ultimate decision on whether to

: A p . 1
part of Jower-Jevel workers in the 1980 | fmr o foy Criminal charges rests with the'l Saebaye with My, Reagan. . .

Y ipTl.. ce Dg ent.- Thomas . P. -De- - . e -
eagan campaign. . xpartm 0 According to smﬁai’l;ar wirjh‘l

“It’s clear that some people should = CBIr, & Spokesman for Attorney Gen Siat fnguiry
semember a lot more thanpthey say #ral William French Smith, said a re- "gmt esti ﬂ?%f tha duplicated
they can remember,” s Federal ofﬁ-é‘ﬁ“g on the iovestigation would prob-i ; ay 24 that he duplica
cidi observed. He'added that certain. &b

pression on some workers’ minds and |1°% © * “It's General Practice’ | 2¥r. Baker

that their current hazy recollections STt has not been decided TR P ey s i
. et yet,” Mr. #°5°Mr. Ashworth and others who have
ix_zgg&sted an e?fort_ to be iess than can- DeCair said. *“But it's genera] practice Ep‘rivatgly given testimony to the sub- |

e . it | dFrinvestigations of alleged wrongdoing | Sommitiee will be asked to pub-
q@ﬂeﬁ%ﬁ&wﬁ?ﬁtﬁii joy, public officials to issue & report.on | Zlicly when it holds public hearings,
Administration offici William ] ﬁ.b_eﬁndmg_softbemquu}:." - ! .most likely this fall. .
Casey, the Director of Central Imtelli. ZLYcanviile, the F.B.L is also provid-| "~
peace, and James A. Baker 3d, the o ooioiance to & Congressional sub-
White House chief of staff, - . e e ot s conducting its own
e ave : o ringuiry into the matter. The bureau is
«doing so under an agreement worked
out between the House subcommittee
..andthe Administration. _. = -
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stected him to make copies of materials |
Y Carter planned to use in his

be made public whether .01 pot | r. Carter's briefing materials on four |
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Tighte‘ned Rules '
' Too Lon

By lan Black )

Washingion Post Staff Writer

President Reagan to power just as govern-
ment archivists -were. starting to -declassify
foreign policy documents from the Cold War
years in the early 1950s has led to a heated
conflict between the administration and the
nation’s historians. S

The scholars say thousands of documents,

many more than 30 years old, are being held :

-back by the government under stringent new
declassification rules that demand excessive
-secrecy about long-past events. -

Following the release of huge amounts of -

material dealing with World War I and its
immediate aftermath, the historians now

‘face a diminishing availability of decuments

from the 1950-1954 period and the increas-

ingly tough criteria used to justify their re- -

tention as “classified information.”

“Things have gradually got more and more
conservative,” said Anna Nelson of George
Washington University. “With the Reagan

administration, the release of documents has

just closed up,” complained Barry Rubin,
another historian of U.S.-foreign relations.

Delays in declassification, the historians -
say, are making it “virtually impossible™ to -
write  American diplomatic history  after :

‘
!
'

1

- said Dr. Sam Gammon, executive director of

1950. The snail's pace of the process is also
holding up State Department publication of. -

the multi-volume Foreign Relations of the

United States series, once admired as the . - .

finest work of its kind.

Current declassification policy is based on -
Reagan's Executive Order 12356 of August, -

1982, drafted by an interagency intelligence
community committee to provide what ad-
ministration officials describe as “a frame-
work for the executive branch's information
security svstem.” . : .

The main difference between the Reagan
order and its predecessors is not so much in
its standards of secrecy as in the mechanics
of declassification that it requires.

Reagan.dropped the Carter administration
requirement that all government agencies

systematically review their own documents -
~and said that only the National Archives—
its budget and staff drastically reduced— |

_the American Historical Association. . “But
,now it is ‘When in doubt, classify.” » o
He added: “We're going to be fighting a.
‘rear-guard action. I think weall have the °
‘sense that we're growling and retreating” "
Even under Carter, declassification was
not all that rapid, the historians say. Al-
. though he stipulated review of government
-documents -after 20 vears, instead of 30
‘under President Nixon, a growing awareness

. of Cold War sensitivities combined with by- -
- dgetary and manpower -problems rendered .
. the theoretically more liberal approach in- -
ceffective... -~ . T

Reagan’s ‘order, -according to Milton ‘Gus-
tafson, head of the diplomatic records’
branch at the National Archives, “confirmed’
the practice of the Carter order-and elimi--
nated some of the anomalies. Carter's was:
liberal in theory and conservative in practice.
The Reagan order simply eliminated the lib-
eral part.” ‘ .

The declassification process goes on every
working day in the State Department’s Clas-
sification/Declassification Center (CDC) to
determine whether historical material can be_
deposited for public use in the National Ar."
chives, ~ '

There are 160 retired foreign service of-
ficers invojved. Using .a 6-inch-thick set of
highly-detailed - country-by-country . guide-
lines, which themselves remain classified,"

"these reviewers weed out the sensitive ma-
terial from tons. of innocuous documents,
leaving behind & record which the .sqholars
say is incomplete and possibly misleading.

The classification decisions are quite com-
plicated. When a visitor came to the classi-
fication center earlier ‘this year, one of the
“annuitants” employed there was revie\_ving a
telegram sent from the U.S. Embassy in Da-
mascus, Syria, to State on May 27, 1853,

. more than 30 years previously. He d.ecided
that- it must remain secret because it _con- . g S _ i
-order, -said_Slany, “there was a growing Z

i “tained “security/classified information.”

Keep N ation’ss Secre
», Historians $:ay'

; "'_"Ahyearﬁ.later, many historians and archiv- |
. isis are dismayed. “We think the principle

A curious spin-of the wheel that brought | ought to-be ‘When in doubt, declassify, * |

tighten up under Carter in 1979, when the
" CDC was created within State’s’ Bureau of

‘East versus- West, the whole deepening of
the Cold War.“And you didn't have Korea.
- Now much more detailed examination is nec-

O A

D A

S
) .

“When you are an historian you recognize
that one or two critical documents can com-
pletely change the nature of the story,” said
Betty Unierberger, a faculty member at
Texas A&M “University. “The public’s right
to know is being overshadowed by what bu-
reaucrats say are security interests.” :

“Control over declassification first began to |

Administration 1o centralize a process that
had grown hugely because of requests for
docurments under the Freedom of Informa-
tion Act. . - ‘
Declassification was previously handled by
the department’s Office of the Historian in
the Bureav of Public Affairs. The office
was—and remains—responsible for publica-

+ tion of the Foreign Relations of the United

States volumes, but it now depends.on the
CDC for authority to publish. S
“The historian’s office was perceived as .
too liberal, and the idea was to have a sep- |
arate office 10 have responsibility for declas-
sification,” said Gustafson. “It was seen as an

:administrétjjveh;Sioblem—féther than a public

affairs matter.” _ .

William Z. Slany, the historian in the
State Department office, makes the same
point: “Historians obviously have & different
view of documents from professional people
whose concern is the effective application of
regulations. We are moving toward different
agendas. I regret that this office no longer
has as much of a role as it used fo.” . '

And there s another problem: the very
subject matter of American foreign relations

_in the aftermath of World War 11,

- “The world -up to 1949 didn’t have quite *

. 'the same problems as afterward,” said Edwin

Thompson, -director of the Archi

declassification division.
- “There was no NATO, no Iron

es’ records

Curtain, no !

essary,” he said. S
Among the drafters of Reagan’s executive |
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papers: student |

By James O'Shea -
Chicago Tribune .
DAYTON—A college student who

worked as’ a clerk in Ronald:
Reagan's 1980 presidential campmf%n
offi.

said Thursday that & campai
.cial claimin ,
Baker, now the White House chief-of
gta;g{f,_ ordered him to make eopies of
ri
ident Jimmy Carter’s campaign -or-
- ganization,” -~ b R
Mark - Ashworth, who operated &
copying machine on the fourth floor
of gan-Bush headquarters in Ar-

lington, Va., said he copied Carter '
materials on several occasions, in- |,
<luding once when Emily Ford, an |~

-aide to Vice President George Bush,
told him the copies ‘‘were for .Mr..
Baker.” At the time, Baker -was

Reaian’s debate manager. .and a |

campaign strategist.

During an interview at his parents’ -

‘suburban Dayton home, Ashworth
received a
-FBI and was told he was to be

g}lB&ctioned by agents rext week. The -
1 It investigating the possibility

that tbe obtaining of Carter cam-
pa.xg: documents by Reagan .aides
violated federal laws. _
Ashworth said he told his story last
week to congressional investigators
who also .are trying to determine
how the Rea%uan campaign obtained
the papers, which Reagan aides have
acknowledged they nsed to prepare
Reagan for his nationally televised
debate with Carter, - - '

ASHWORTH’S STATEMENTS are
being viewed as significant because
of Baker's recollection that he
passed the Carter briefing materials’

--.to David -Gergen, now-

cejving them from Reagan's cam-

. paign manager, William - Casey,
‘ Sasey has denied any knowledge of

the. documents .or how they were

obtained. +..- «.. PR .
. Baker’s office said he would have
- no comment on Ashworth’s recollec-
. tions. But one high-ranking aide-to
Baker described Ashworth’s testimo-
By as “ponsense;” and other mides
".questioned bow Ashworth could re-
_member a few documents out of the.
" thousands he had handled during the

T Ashworth, %4, returned to Wright

i-
to speak for James

materials prepared by Pres-

telephone call from the

ite House '
communications director, after re-

*. trigger your memory.’}

10 September 1983

OlAl

Carter

Ashworth said hea ) _
’ ‘State University in Dayton r|to the subcommittee and be
| holding several: low-echélon White iquestioned by the FBI because “I
’. House jobs ‘and .a 'post with a now- -am an honest person, and the Presi-
! defunct political action committee dent has asked anyone who worked
called Amercians for the Reagan on .the campaign to .cooperate ‘with
Al en%&..-;l%..:k_'“_:k;hw:‘ n . 'd' l..;."\' the Imyesﬁgauon."’;;' WL ) .
: ast week," . orth said, ‘hey.— 3 -4old the “shirarm i
spent 14 bours talking with subtom. g (PR 1O the subcommittee
. Iitiee members and investigators.of +isons of the Carter and Rea mmplii'
“the House Post Office and Civil Ser- oy O L Carter and Reagan plat.
vice Subcommittee. .. . .~ - data parisons : of the can-

amtes

ates’ economic pro

guestions,” he said. ““They told me- and . suggested questions -and
not to discuss this in public or with ‘answers. . - n. il o ione and
_the -press -because it still is.under: - i

: 1 LR s AT R e

investigation” C

! called, Emily Ford &

‘peared before the subcomrmittee Jast documents that Ashwarth

. week at its request and not under a: bers as Carte

50 Bd public beariaos TP
p C- .l ‘ ” Yy

" Ashworth” Ted that the Goow.' Iv{'lc;‘lidn agto;n:éﬁ. he said.

I campaign materials,
““1 was

> ( t and
House statiopery and did not bear: b irs
“the identi .then a Reagan cam gn -official],

the presi seal or even the  gng 14414 her coufdazit,makeber
lc"z:éfrbﬁaq,.'?f the. Carter-Mondale “ oopiag then. . I.got mad at her, too.
y %I{Lthe”;éover‘s had 1 re-%ﬁi said the copies were for Mr.
moved,” be said. > - - o -F er. o T . )
_He said be remembered the docu- _ A White House spokesman said
- ments, ‘however, because of the up- Ford would have no comment.
usual nature and the manner in |
which the go;(?ies were requested by -
campai ides. When he appeared
“before the subcommittee, he said, he
was: shown: copies of Carter cam-
paign materi found 'in Reagan:
campeign files. He said he identified !
some as.the type of the documents !
be had copled In'1880, . - - .. ]
. “I''would /stand there with my !
‘Kodak machine -and copy Reagan |
‘and Bush Re-election mmittee |
documents, “Reagan briefing books, !
cam 3 ~'papers,”~be S&ld, s .
i -thenand oﬁ:;(s suclde‘z:o someone comes
‘wants you to copy papers iny
, -:gnich all of the issues have 8 Demo- |
i eratic slant. . They [the Carter docu-..
1. ments] .bad -different typefaces and.
marki_ngS-:ﬁ‘E:I,‘;. B '.’.{: RN '-:-_7‘,".’-.",'1:'.‘;--""
“I REMEMBER thinking at the
! time, ‘Gee, that's funny.’ I was just
| & natve caxzépmgn aide. I didn’t real-
‘ ize what had happened until I started .

!
l

reading :about 1t in the press. ] re- .
member them now because certain |
things like the typeface are keys that ’

S R
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e T : - propossls, a list of-
- .“‘They-gave 'me a lot of documents~ Carter’s legislative .accomplish-
to look at, and they had a ot of?! ments, ‘an analysis of ‘Carter’s vetos:

;"1 remember it becauseé she got :

ments he copied were not on White [now counselor &%mﬁe !

1o testify:

|
vi
|

.-On _one occasion,--Ashworth re..:

ASHWORTH SAID he had ap- and asked him to-copy-some-of the |
-remem-

i
i
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" By Jacqueline Trescolt

Two truths about lie detectors:

1. Experts prefer the term “poly-
graph test” over “lie detector.”

2. They say the examination can-
not be cheated on.

Some fears about lie detectors:

1. An uncomfortable vision of

being strapped to a machine, watch-

ing -a needle jump around if you ,
breathe the wrong way, beads of !

sweat forming on your forehead, giv-

ing you away.

9. The growing use of the ma-

chines by industry and government
employers, like the D.C. police, con-
- juring up again the specter of “1984.

The Great Debate:- .

Whethet William Casey, the di-
rector of the Central Intelligence

. Agency, and James Baker, the White
House chief of staff, will be asked to
take polvgraph tests as part of the
Carter-Reagan debate papers inves-
tigation. ’

Washington has long been a cen-
ter for the Big Lie Detector Contro-
versy. It was a case argued here in
1923, Frye v. United States, that
rejected the results of a precursor of
the polveraph as evidence. Poly-
graph results are not admissible in
federal courts and many state courts,
and the District has one of the stiff-
est laws, forbidding employers to use
the tests. And it was a Capitol Hill
sage, former senator Sam Ervin, who

called the tests “a 20th-century in-
strument of witcheraft.”

The debate over the reliablity and
‘application of the polygraph was re-
newed this year when President Rea-
-gan issued a directive, since limited
by Congress, making lie detector
tests a condition for federal employ-
es with security clearances. Also
heating up the controversy: the pos-
sible use of polygraph tests in the
debate papers caper; and a claim by
‘a high-ranking Defense Department

WASEINGTON POST
7 September 1983

official, who once said polygraphs '

“misclassified innocent people as li-
ars” that Soviet spies were being
trained to fool the tests.

In an internal memo disclosed last
month, John F. Beary TII, assistant
secretary of defense for health af-
fairs, said, ‘I am told the Soviets -

‘have a training school where ‘they |

teach their agents how to beat the
polygraph.” .’

A few days later, James Hamilton, '

the special counsel hired in the con-
gressional probe of the purloined
papers and the conflicting state-
ments of Casey and Baker, was
quoted. 8s saying he: doubted :the
polygraph tests could .clear up-:the
discrepancies. Yesterday Hamilton
said, “The chairman has not decided
whether to seek lie detector tests. In
some cases it can be fairly useful.”
Polygraph examinations _ usually

take more than an hour. They begin.

with an interview, where the exam-
“iner sets a rapport with the person
being tested. Then the questions.
The first set is neutral, with such
questions as “What is your mother’s
name?” This establishes the norm of
truth, the subject’s physical reac-
tions to nonstressful questions. Then
“in the key questions, the examiner
watches for signs of stress, such as

changes in pulse rate or breathing.

“Polygraph examiners dislike the
term ‘lie detector.” It supposes de-
ception,” says Raymond Weir Jr.,
past president of the American Poly-
graph Association and one of Wash-

ington’s best-known polygraph ex-

aminers. But the “Lie Detector”

show, . which flamboyant criminal -
lawyer F. Lee Bailey briefly brought -

to television earlier this year, select-

ed the objectionable term for the .
show, as does the strict District law -

regarding their use, and Weir admits
the television exposure hasn’t hurt
the industry.

pr

- The Truth Tester

/s
oL

Sl A

The experts discount the theory
that you can put yourself in a happy
or angry frame of mind—think only
gleasant thoughts, or wear a too-
tight pair of shoes (causing you to
wince), stay up for three nights, fast, :
or answer in a monotone—all this to |
keep the emotional response con- |
stant. !

These countermeasures, says psy-"
chologist David Raskin of the Uni-
versity of Utah, generally are. inef-
fective. “What ispotentially effective
are the physical matters, biting your
tongue, pressing down your toes at
particular points.” But the-rub, says
Raskin, who did a government study
on the counter techniques, is you
have to have coaching to know how
to use them. “A person just doesn’t
sturble on this. You have to be
trained to turn off and on, do it un-
obtrusively, because there are wéys

of detecting their use.”

Other experts agree. “Trying to
beat the test is counterproductive.
People become more relaxed, more
confident, and are more willing. to
discuss things in an open way. The
more the fesling’ you can beat it is
exposed_._ the less people will be able
to beat it,” says James Starrs, a law
pro_tessor at George Washington
University.

W(_eir, a former director of internal
security for the National Security
Agengy .who has done. thousands of

the examinations since he started in
1951, adds, “If such a thing were
possible, the criminal element would
have had it beat a long time ago.”
Weir, who gave a test to the chief
witness against former Georgia sen-

. ator Herman Talmadge during the

Senate investigation into charges of
misconduct (for which he was later

“denounced), says testing Casey and

Baker with the polygraph would be
“exceedingly appropriate.” ,

How accurate are the tests? “It is
still an open subject,” says Barton
Ingraham, associate professor of
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criminal justice at the University of.
Maryland. The skeptics claim_20 to.
50 percent of the tests are in error;

the proponeni ,, such as Utah’s Ra- :

skin, said poiygraph tests are “90
percent accurate, and that is talking
about, optimum “conditions. If you
. have examiners who are not compe-
tent or trained, if you have poor is-
sues, your rate is going to drop.”
~ There’s another school of thought.
“Some statistics say that the tests
are accurate in excess of 85 percent,
"-and that sounds good,” says Starrs:
“But then some will say that is lab-
- oratory. testing, and what counts :is.
reality . testing. The question . be-.
comes, for a lawyer and forensic sci- -
entist, whether the present state of
the art in polygraph testing is such :

that its results should be admigsible |

in the.court 'of law.” Starrs saysn
Then:there is-the ‘human eleme
Are the examiners: competent‘? They?
‘should have, :says Starrs, “a natural -
bent, . i _‘::rapport ‘They,.
you. questnor;g, i
If you pace: “them’ w1th ﬁve-second
‘intervals, the person’ doesi’t have : a:
chance o respond and throws the
- procedure oft” . - - .
“Polygraph tests work eve day*’
all over the country,” says; Weu‘ 4
“don’t know if there has’éver.been '
_any. evidence ‘that they don’t work,
The commercial examiners are per-
_.formmg servnces for corporatlons,
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~ ton, polygraphs are the vmtlms of |

i nied it.

'used for Jlxg}B ¢
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and  hard-headed -~ businessmen
wouldn't pay for them if they didn’t., .
work.” In the mid-1970s, before, the
District law against their use by pri-i’
vate employers, tests were used at.
Clyde’s restaurant in Georgetown,. :
and thefts there were consuierably

reduced. - ;.

Like everything else in Washmg- :

political cycl%
Take the aker and Caseyi
troversy. Bafker ha$<-i'clalm

“John Sh?att k ‘of - the
Clvxl leertm;s U ;.mqn,

William Casey?
prove its use- on the “lowest govern iy
ment employes It violates 2

Casey might work. “It is falrly rea-
sonable to assume that one of their.
statements is not true, . barrmg K}
lapse of memory,” he says. - ¥
Ingraham of Maryland says
thinks the implications of the. debate
papers case are too importantito, .pelyf
on lie detectors. “The costs of being
wrong in that situation are so great,”:

FrEn

he. says. “The machine IS Just foo:

" Raskin of Utah, who is studymg'
the polygraph accuracy for the Of-°
fice of Technology Assessment,.
thinks the use .is -appropfiate but -
doesn’t know if the results. will sue-”
cessfully answer the rémaining ques:"
tions. “It would depend on_how clear .
~those issues are in  their minds. If"
" “Baker says he is very ‘clear, then he’

- is testable.” If Casey doesn’t remem-~

" ber, “that “becomes problematxc I
+ guess he could be tested-in relation
to the specific statements made by

' Baker
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B zﬁ ey Intelligence

is Game

By James Conaway

HE SIGN says “May-
knoll”—a - huge,. somber

<B.  of a shaded drive.on Long
Islarid’s opulent north .shore, in"a
town called Roslyn Harbor, It was

built in 1855 and seems untouched .
by this century, except for two black .

Lincoln Town Cars, one parked
under the porte-cochere, the other
under a weeping willow and flanked
by large watchful men in blazers.
Somewhere behind them, toward the

bottom of the estate, past the sculp--

ture garden and the gazebo, hes
Long Island Sound.

~ The CIA has come to West Egg,
the fictional home of new money in
F. Scott Fitzgerald’s “The Great Ga-
tsby.” If anyone gets shot in this
swimming pool, however, it's not
likely to be the owner, William Jo-
seph Casey.

He wears 8 faded golf shirt and
plaid trousers, and wanders through

. a succession of rooms with 12-foot
ceilings, .intricate moldings, heavy
furniture, sconces with real candles,
and crystal chandeliers where he has
lived for 35 years in all his incarna-
tions, which include lawyer, author,
businessman, politician and now di-
rector of central intelligence. He en-
counters another security agent, this
-one in slacks and blouse, in the li-
‘brary dedicated to his Revolutlonary

 War research.

“Are they going to’ let ‘e onto
that golf course?” she asks. -

Casey is golfing today at an exclu-
sively male links, and last time there
the fellows made the female agent
fee] unwelcome. He assures her
they’ll let her on, and continves on
to the main hbrary, an enclosed,
paneled porch spanning the back of

the ho Half glass, padded
APREAYEAeE

, what Casey calls “the dues.
~ers are aiso part of the dues:

ask the quastxons that Cases\fncb
annoying when "he does not’ find ;
. them infuriating. )

of fusty Rooseveltxan charm-—mats

" Teddy Roosevelt, not Franklin. But
. “there are o horned heads on these .

" Victorian house-at the end - Walls, Jjust photographs of Casey on -
“the covers -of Finance and Business™

‘Week, and in the company of Amer- -

ican Republican presidents.

Someone has written dlalogué into -
“one photograph of Richard Nixon -

and Casey seated in the Oval Office. -
Nixon is telling Casey, “Bunny, .tell

~ me about Bernadette's library,” and -

Casey is saying, “But Mr. President,
] came here to talk about the stock
markef™

Bernadette is hxs daughter—hls
only child.

“You can tell a lot about 2 man
from his bopks,” says Casey, 70, who
hes collected them for years. “A hell

of a lot more than you can tell from

his bank account.”

His books deal with World War -

11, biography, Christian missions to

the undeveloped world, ancient his-

tory. The handbooks on law, finance
and real estate that Casey produced
gs a young man, books that made
him moderately wealthy, are stacked

" under the window.

A CIA officer in coat and tie sits
nearby, a notebook on his lap. Being

surrounded by guards of one sort or £

another goes with the job of director t
of central intelligence, part of

“The director will biow up,”"
aide has warned. “Something you

.ask 'will trigger it. He’ll come up out ‘
“of his chair. But it quickly passes” .
“The way you guys work,” Casey

says, blinking rapidly behind . his
Yves St. Laurent spectacles, “the
- way the media works, they put a

with
or Rele QSQ@QQQ‘HAZS CIA-RDP91 00901R000400070001 -9
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13, SAYS SPY PLANE
WAS N THE AREA
OF KOREA ATRLINER

5 September 1983

. Larry Speakes, the White House
spokesman, said that as the Russians
followed the route of the South Korean
plane, “particularly with the visual!
and the radar information availabie to
them, when they shot it down, they
- should have known irrefutably tbat it
was a civilian airliner.”

Neverthejess, tbedlsclosureofaseq-f
ond plape in the geperal area of the Xo- |
rean jetliner, which the United States !
: says the Russians shot down before|

Ample Time for Identifying .
the Commercial Jet .

Tege ol

By STEVEN R. WEISMAN
Sp-dutotbeNevYork'nm— .
WASHINGTON Sept. 4 — Senior
Reagan Administration’ officials said
today that, two hours before shooting’
down a South Korean aifliner off ‘its
coast, the . Soviet 'Union spotted .a
United States reconnaissance plane ip
‘the pgeneral area and. apparently
thought that both aircraft were:Amern-
can reconnaissance planes.” Tv77 .

‘tions about an already coniusmg ep_x_ g
sode. :
At his meeting with the members‘f i
, Mr. Reagan had an aide p‘lay
:ap&s of the radioc communication, gw
Russian, of two Soviet pilots who were,
said to have tracked the Korean.
jetliner on' Thursday in the eipht
minutes before it was shot down. Thé:
translation from Russian to Enghsh
was provided orally during paussm
the playing of the tapes. ‘InitigH¥ | the
' United States had to rely on transfa?
tions made from Russian to Japam‘
and theo from Japanese to English. j~uri
The disclosure of the presence of the,-
American reconnaissance plane in thes -

But White House and State Depart- general area appeared to come almost:

N ha bv accident, as Administration offi~
e LAt YY" s scught tertocariy same cotiu”

the South Korean plane, & 747, and the
reconnaissance plane, an RC-135, were
1,000 miles apart. 'I'heysaidtheSovaeti
military had had ample time to discern
that the plane they tracked into their
airspace was a commercial jetliner.
The Administration continued to main-
tain that there was no way the Russians
could have misteken the identity of the
plane at the time they shot it down.

Congressional Leaders Brieted

The pew information about the epi-
sode came to light today as President
Reagan briefed Republican and Demo-
cratic Congressional leaders at the.
Vhite House on the Administration's:
response to the dowmng of the Korean
plane.

Mr. Reaga.n scheduled a na'aonal
television address for Monday night at
§ P.M., at which he plans to disclose
some of the actions he plans to take
against the Russians and some of those
he plans to seek in various interna-
tional forums.

i

Approved For Re%‘gﬁmﬁfﬁ”éf,&‘ﬁﬁﬁ’éﬁ“ OW@Qﬁm

! sion surrounding the description given
by the House majority leader, Jim |
Wright of Texas, about the tape. = .- J;
The Administration said that the’,
tape contained irrefutable ewdencq
that one Soviet pilot intentionally shot |
the plane downandthathewasacﬁixg'
in response to guidance from a ground.
station. The Administration declined to
make the tape public, however. pagpes
A senior Administration official, ask-
ing not to be identified, said after the
disclosure that it was *‘conceivable’.
the Russians bad been confused iri-
tially and had mistaken the South Ko-
rean airliner for the American recot-
naissance piane. But he stressed thaf:
the Soviet pilots had both the means.
, and the tirne — more than an bour and’
' abalf —to ascertainthetruth. - = -
The official also emphasized that the-
American reconnaissance plape had
never ventured into Soviet terzitory 8s,
the Korean plane did, and that it re.
mained 1,000 miles away from the site..
where tbe Korean plane was shot down. |

In addition, be said that the Russxans!
' were aware that Ameritan reconnajs-

sance planes operated routinely off the
Soviet coast and that the plane's pres-|
ence should not itself have represented -
anything unusual, , .
Paths of 2 Planes Crossed ~ .
Another official said that the pathsof”
the Korean airliner and the American

reconaissance plane crossed in interna- -
tional waters off the Soviet coast, but”

This official sai
after lmsxdenufymg the Korean plane
as a reconnaissince plane, the Rus-
sians changed their identification .t.o
“unidentified.” :

He and others repeated the appeals
of all Reagan Administration officidgls’

that the Soviet Union come forward

with its own evidence, perhaps includ-.
ing radioc communications, to shed
light on whetber they had made & mis-
take or had deliberately shot down a
civilian axrpla.ne as the Umted St.at&s

Admxmstratmn officials said that aIl i
the roughly 55 minutes of tape of Soviet; ’
radio communication with the pilots
would be made public at “an appropzi..
-ate forum,” most likely & United Na.

tions Security Council meenng sched{- ’

)

vuled for Tuesday. ~ -.-
Penalﬁesl.ikelytoBeSonght

An Administration official,
not to be identified, said the most hkely
step would beanetforttooundemnthe
Soviet Union -and- seek penalties
through various mtemanonal aviation-
orlfaﬁzauons - Also- --contem-"
plated is a suspension of Janding righss
for Aedrofiot, the Soviet airline, in for- -
eign countries and of Aerofiot
from those countries . to the Scmet
Umon,

_The ‘President’s -unusnal’ Sund'a_y';
meetxng with Congrasmnal leadefs
lasted two hours and 40 minutes, m~
stead of the 90 minutes that had
scheduled. Also discussed in the latmer
part of the meeting were developmeuts
in the Middle East.

In attendance were Vice Prsident
Bush, Secretary of State George -P. .
Shiltz, Defense Secretary Caspar W.|
Wemberger, William J. Casey, director

of Central Intelligence, Attorney Geén-.

X

™

T%r NS

4 .‘.J.J_

- eral William French Smith, Gen. John

Criets of Satt, David A Stockesan By
efs o avi -
rector of the Office of Management aihd
Budget, and Robert C. McFariane, the.
special Middle East envoy.

Also there were Senators Boward'H
Baker Jr., Strom Thurmond and Rob-:
ertC. Byrd the majority leader, presi-
dent pro tempore and minority ieader
of the Senate, as well as Mr. Wright .
and Representatives Thomas P.

. O'Neill Jr. and Robert H. Michel, the’

Speaker and majority -leader of the
House.
Mr. Speakes said the meeting haa
produced & *‘genuine consensus on the
Prsxdent s approach” to the downing.
. of the Korean airliner. ‘

Moment of Silent Prayer .
He said Mr. Reagan had called first
for a moment of silent prayer for the.

269 people lost in the downing of
South Korean plane, and also for gﬁ

., late Senator Hemry M. Jackson,
. “whose wisdommn and guidance we could=-

use right now.” Mr. Jackson, 2 Wash-

ington Demnocrat, died of a heart attack-

Thursday night. }
After the White House session, the

Congressional leaders told reporters in.

t Mr. Rea-

course nn
the plane incident.

STA




‘the United States can continue 1o talk “with’a state

“viet“behavior as ‘president,’ Reagan suggested ‘that the

“Point Mugu Naval Air Station on the California coast
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By David Hoffman and John M. Goshko
Washington Post Stalf Writers
Pre~ident Reagan vesterday accused the Soviet Union
of ~flagrantly™ lving about the-downing of a South Ko-
rean airliner with 269 crew members and passengers,
including at least 52 Americans, and questioned whether

whose values permit such-atrocities” o
“ In the strongest denunciation he has délivered of So-

Soviets had gone beyond “certain irreducible standards
of civilized behavioi™ and had violated the “tradition m
the civilized world” of helping pilots who-are lest or in

Standing with his wife, Nancy, on - the field ‘of the

4

before returning to- Washington to meet lastnight with -

* -the - National -Security ZCmmc_i_L“f Rgaga_n' ead ,s'oler{irgly_
_ifrom a prepared text:o s - e S A :

Y

Sa® et et L el

“What can bé said ahout Soviet” :
so flazrantly lie about such.a heinous act? What can be

the scope of legitimate mutual discourse with a. sts_ate@
awhose values permit such atrocities, and what are we 19, -

" make of a regime which establishes one set of standerds

for itself and-another for the rest of humankind?”- - g
. After last night’s NSC meeting, an agimxmstxaho_n-of- |
ficial who asked not to be identified said Reagan would
probably not retaliate by imposing economic sanctions,
such as canceling the new agreement to sell American .
grain to the Soviets, or by withdrawing from arms con- .
trol negotiations with the Soviets. I
White House spokesman Larry Speakes told reporters
last night that the president was given a set of options
“that focus in a measured response to this incident.”
Speakes said the options “would include various steps the

ihility when they-: :

Speakes said Reagan also empha-
*sized: that the Soviets had provided
“no . satisfactory response . .. for
their outrageous conduct” and that
the families. of those killed “deserve
& just restitution for the loss of life.”
-+ A number of US. officials said
‘vesterday that they believe that Rea-
‘gan will find it difficult to go much
:beyond rhetorical retaliation and
such relatively limited sanctions as
-seeking international restrictions on
-Soviet air traffic, placing new restric-
tions on Soviet diplomatic personnel’
and putting off tentative plans for’
‘talks on & new sciéntific and cultural

. -exchange agreement and the opening

-ef corisulates in New York and Kiev. |
.. A senior administration official:
traveling with Reagan said; for ex-
ample, “I would not look for us to
discontinue our discussions [with the
‘Soviets on nuclear arms control] be-

cause the stakes are too high. We -

*would not be serving our own coun- .
#ry or the world at large should we:
-stop our efforts to achieve true arms .
‘reduction.”: - ‘ '

-" - Speakes said, “Arms control is a

-very important issue, probably one
of the major foreign policy emphasis
of our administration.”

‘State  Department  spokesman
John Hughes added that he was un-
aware of any plans to call off or
postpone next week’s scheduled re-

U.S. government could carry out in cencert with mem--~sumption of the U.S.-Soviet negoti-

bers of the international community who share our out-
rage at this incident.” s ] _
Reagan is studying .a response “designed to assure
.there will be no recurrence of an incident of thls. type,”
said Speakes. He added that the president is considering i

options that would take “more of a
positive approach that will seek as-.
surances” to guarantee the safety of
international air travel beeause cur-
rent international law is “obviously”
insufficient “where the Soviets are
concerned.”

During the two-hour meeting at
the White House last night, Reagan
gave his advisers some direction, ac- -
cording to Speakes, and they will |
respond with recommendations by |
=unday, whepn Reagan

-ations on reducing medium-range
-nuclear missiles in Europe.
Speakes said last night that the

'pre;ident has directed Secretary of

ficult to impose 2 new embargo.

.Director -William -Casey, Attorney
“General “William ™ French ‘Smith,

-and -other top -administration and.

Canceling the new, five-year
agreement to sell American grain to
the Soviets was ruled out in part,
officials suggested, because it would
risk an outcry from American farm-
ers "and their political representa-
tives. It also would contradict Rea-
gan’s past opposition-to the grain
-embargo imposed by President Car-
ter against the Soviets after their
invasion of Afghanistan. And it
would violate guarantees in the new
agreement that make it legally dif-

‘In addition to Shultz and Reagan,
last night’s meeting was attended by

‘Vice President Bush, Secretary -of

Defense Caspar W. Weinberger, CIA |

Treasury Secretary Donald T.
Regan, Office of Management and
Budget Director David A. Stockman

White House officials. -

In his statement earlier yesterday, .
Reagan portrayed the Soviet regime |
as having gone beyond the standards
of civilized behavior accepted by the
rest of the world. His remarks ap-
peared to go further than expressing
outrage about the incident, to sug-
gesting that the United States might
take some unspecified actions
against Moscow.

In rhetoric and practice, Reagan
has been both harsh and conciliatory |
toward the Soviets during his first!
2% years in office. He decried So-
viet-backed repression of human'
rights in Poland and the invasion of -

State George P. Shultz to follow.~Afghanistan. But he also cleared the
through with plans to meet next way eventually for expanded. grain
week with Soviet Foreign Minister - -~ .
Andrei A. Gromyko in Madrid. But, sales to the Soviets, and’ recen_t,]y
Speakes said, Reagan ordered Shultz" approved the sale of pipe-laying

to change the agenda of the meeting equipment built by Caterpillar Trac--

to “center first” on the airline attack tor Co. for use iq buildix‘)g the Soviet
incident “and then on other topics, natural gas pipeline in Europe.
specifically other violations of the *
international norms that the Soviet
Union has undertaken ... .”

P Frrern et
eV dady O ‘i

-
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PLAXE ATTACK

BY LEE BYRD

Fresident Reagan discussed with his advisers Friday night how to retaliate’
With 2 “measured response” against the Spoviet Union for the "heinous act" of
shooting down & Sputh Korean jetliner and killing 269 peaple, including 51
Americans. e

The administration virtually ruled out a grain cutoff or other economic

sanctions, officials sa2id, but the president gquestioned the value of negotiating

“With 2 state whose values permit such atrocities.®

4t the United Nations, the United States accused the Soviet Union of
“calculated, deliberate murder.”

Reagan, after cutting short a California vacation, closeted himself with
nationzl security advisers immediately upon his arrival for nearly two hours..

White House spokesman Larry Speakes, briefing reporters later, said the
fficizls reviewed "a range of options that focus on a measured response to this
incident." :

While declining to identify the measures under consideration, Speakes said
they included steps that could be taken in concert with allies, as well as
actions by the United States alone, aimed at assuring that "there will be no
recurrence of the incredible incident of this type" and "to allow the
international outrage to focus on the misconduct of the Soviet Union in this
matter.” / -

A senior administration official indicated that economic sanctions were not
being considered by the United States. Likewise, an official indicated there was
iittle likelinood the United States would delay or pull out of arms control
telks with the Soviets. These officials refused to permit use of their names.

The
Spezkes, was for Shultz to proceed with plans to meet in Madrid next week with
20vigl foreign Hinister Ancdrei Gromyko. However, Speakes said Shultz's mission
NOW W

/25 t0 focus oh the downed sircraft and and "other violations of the
international noerms" by the Soviet Union. : :

The Madrid meeting, of participants in the Helsinki agreements on human

rights in Europe, had been scheduled to sign updating accords. Speakes did not
a00ress the point of whether Shultz might refuse his signature and denounce the
agreements, but dig say the secretary would have 2 “reduced agenda."

Speakes séid the options being considered by Reagan focused on

"2dministrative and international" steps. He did not elaborate, but said he dig
not expect any decisions before the president consults with congressional
learers Sunday. He said the administration 2lso was consulting with allies.

4sked if Reagan felt present international rules on international air travel
are insufficient, Speakes said, "Obviously they are where the Soviets are

concerned.” : ijhaZIAHJEIJ
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Synfuels, NoWinFuels ‘

1 September 1983

- By Doug Bandow

WASHINGTON — The Synthetic
Fuels Cerporation is fest becoming
une of the greatest pork barrels in the
history - of American politics. Al-
though "none of its economically
senseless projects would survive in
the marketplace without subsidiza-
Hon, it cruises serenely ahead almost
without opposition, leaving misman-
agement and misconduct in its wake.

The Corporation’s president, Victor
Schroeder, has resigned, and the re-
maining officers are struggling to ex-
piain wiy they built a sauna in the ex-
ecutive suite, granted 51 consulting
contracts without competitive bid-
Ging (including one for §21,000 for a
six-page memo on communications)

-and héve made only two project
awards in three years, despite spend-
ing $34.5 million for administration
and hiring some 200 employees.

When it was created in 1980 — with
$20 billion and the promise of $68 bil-
lion more — the Corporation was en-
visicned as the progenitor of a vital
industry, and an agency that would
work .ix magic through loan guaran-
tees that would “‘cost the taxpayer lit-

_tle or nothing,”” in the words of Ed-
-ward Noblethe chairman.

Neither the will of Congress nor the
pronouncements of President Jimmy
Carter, who was waging the ‘‘moral
eguivalent of war,” however, could
make synthetic fuels cost-effective.
Recogrizing the poor economics,
Exxon dropped out of what was once
the naiion’s most ambitious project,
the £5 pillion Colony Shale Oil plant in
Colorado, and Ashland Qil shelved
plans for a multibillion dollar coal-
liguefaction plant in Kentucky.

The Corporation has been forced by
this bad econornic news to alter its
funcing strategies, which is bad hews
tor taxpayers. Now, Mr. Noble says,
the Corporation will work not so
much with loan guarantees as with
price guarantees, which, like agricul-
tural price supports, will guarantee
sales at a profit, no matter what the
market price. According to the Cor-
poration, these guarantees will ac-
count for &7 billion to $10 billion of the
total of £15 billion it will spend on syn-
fuels, 1t plans — for now, at least —to
spend the restin loan guarantees.

What's a barrel of synthetic fuel
going for these days? The Corpora-
tion is guaranteeing $7, when a bar-
rel of crude oil can be bought on the
spot market for about $30, And even
in the unlikely event that the price of
crude rises dramatically, the price of
synfuels will rise ever higher. When
oil cost $3.50 & barrel in 1973, synfuels

were projected to cost $4.50 a barrel.
When oil hit $17 a barrel, estimates
for synfuels went to $25. The fluidity
of these estimates is due partly to the
optimism of the synfuel industry and
partly to the fact that synfuels plants

.are themselves heavy consumers of
:fossil fuels.

Moreover, the eventus! output of
plants established by the Corporation
will be minimal. At the tirne it was
chartered, the Corporation was ex-
pected to cultivate an industry that
would -produce the equivalent of
500,000 barrels of oil & day by 1987,
and two million a day by 1992. Today,
Corporation officials admit that even
in the unlikely event that they suc-
ceed in building every plant they hope
to open by 1991, production will reach
barely a third of the 1987 goal.

Does it make sense, as synfuels ad-’
vocates claim, to spend more for the
alternative fuel than for the fuel from
which we want to be independent?
Would we be “‘mortgaging our energy
future” by abandoning a technology
that private firms refuse to develop?
Absolutely not. In fact, if we are

mortgaging our energy future, itis by .

underwriting expensive synfuels
projects rather than allowing the
market to dictate investments in the
alternative fuels that make the most
sense. Subsidized synthetic fuels un-
dermine the competitiveness of alter-
nate energies such as co-generation,
wind, solar power and hydropower,

- while discouraging conservation ef-

forts. Private firms are loath to un-
derwrite alternative energy projects
while the Corporation is subsidizing
synfuels at the rate of $37 a barrel.

OlAI

There are reasons other than costto
keep the Government out of the syn-
fuels business. Government-subsi-
dized projects are inevitably politi-
cized and often come to fruition for all
the wrong reasons. The Peat Metha-
nol Associated project, in North Caro-
lina, which has $465 million in loan
and price guarantees, and which even
the Corporation’s staff says is eco-
nomically “unpromising,” seems to
survive only because it has had as in-

vestors a number of influential Re- |

publicans, inciuding William Casey,
the Director of Central Intelligence.
When asked last year what the
American people had gotten for their
money, Mr. Schroeder,the Corpora-

tion’s former president, replied “one |

heck of & lot of information and

education and understanding.” If

we've learned anyvthing, it's tHat the
Corporation benefits politicians, en-
trenched bureaucrats and well-con-

‘nected consultants and businessmen,
not the public. It's time to shut it !

down.

Doug' Bandow is editor of Inquiry
magazine.

Apbroved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000400070001-9




Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP91-00901R0004009070001-9

ARIICLE

ON PAGE_JA~

WASHINGTON POST
1 September 1983

Capitol Punishment

Tl |

¢ )]

The Powers That Bé

By Art Buchwald

A group of elite Eastern establish-
ment government watchers was hav-
ing lunch the other day, discussing
one of our favorite subjects: “Who is
reallv in charge of U.S. foreign pol-
icy?” )

It was of particular concern to all
of us, because the odds of President
Reagan's running again look better
all the time.

We decided to do it by process of
elimination. .

“IVe know it isn’t anvone in the
State Department,” Bramhall said.
“Srate’s been out of it since Reagan
moved into the White House.”

“Haig was tired because he tried

w0 interfere in foreign affairs, and
George Shultz usually gets his infor-
mation en -what the United States
has done from The Washington
Post”

“What ahout Secretary of Defense
Caspar Weinberger? He's an old pal
of the president and has tremendous
input in foreign policy.”

“We can't discount him,” Healy
caich. "But [ don't think he's Mr. Big.
I beiieve he is more concerned with
getiing as much military eguipment
as pozsible for the Defense Depart-
ment. But he doesn’t’ really care
where we use it.”

. It doesn’t have to be a man,”
Zeizried said. It could be a wo-
man.”

“Yau mean Naney Reagan?”

“Nat necessarily, though she cer-
tainly has the ear of the president. I
vwis thinking of U.N. Ambassador
Jeane Kirkpatrick, The president is

very taken with all ber ideas.
Wouldn't it be wild if a woman were
in charge of foreign policy?”

“Kirkpatrick could be the power
behind the throne,” Christmas said.
“Yet 1 believe it's someone right in
the White House.”

“What about George Bush?”

“Let’s be serious, guys. When has
a vice president ever had anything to
say about foreign policy,” Cannon
said.

“There’s Jim Baker, Mike Deaver

and B Meese” "

“They’re too busy worrying about
the president getting reelected to get
involved in foreign affairs. The only
time they mix in is if they think a
policy is going to affect votes in the
United States.”

“Well, that'leaves the president’s
national security adviser William
Clark. He's a hard-liner on the So-
viet Union.”

“He's too obvious,” Trenchant
said. “Besides, I just have a gut feel-
ing_he doesn’t have the smarts to
conceptualize foreign policy. His

strength is carrving out orders.”
“But whose orders?” | asked.
Everyone tried to think hard.
“Bill Casey of the CIA?” Vagrant
suggested.
We ignored him.

“Is there someone in the kitchen
cabinet who could be running
things?”

“The kitchen cabinet doesn’t exist
anvmore. They all went back to Cal-
ifornia after the election. Look, the
foreign policy of the United States,
as it stands now, is to blame the So-
viets for everything, but still sell
them wheat. Show American power
around the world, but don’t get
American soldiers involved. Give a
bloedy nose to Qaddali, reward all
our friends with military equipment
by claiming they are not violating

ity

human rights, stall the arms talks‘

until we get the Pershing missiles
p@aced in Europe, make Castro the
biggest threat to worldwide peace
and consult with our allies only after

" we've dgcided to do something that
they might object to. Now who is -

behind all that?”

“This is just a crazy idea,” Tren-

chant said. “But could Reagan him-

. self be Mr. Big?”

“You mean the president of the

~ United States?” I asked, flabber-

gasted.

“}Vhy not? He's got the author-

_Bramhall_ said, “Reagan ‘doesn’t
kng‘\sa* gnythmg about foreign affairs.”

h 0 ) " -~ -

The thought was so mind-bogglihg .

none of us could finish our salads.
" 1983, Los Angeles Times
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CAPITAT ACOMMENT

* = John Sears, Reagan's cam-
paign manager until he was purged
by rival forces headed by Ed
Meese, William Casey, and Nancy
Reagan, says the President will
decide not so much whether to
seek a second termn as whether to
be '‘cast’’ in the part. With an
actor’s logic, Sears says, Reagan
will take a look at the seript handed
him—in this case, by his close
associates—and if it reads well
and has a happy ending, he'l] take
the role. The White House is writ-
ing just such a script,

La sl
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